EPA-HQ-2021-5551

Message

From: Goffman, Joseph [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=23474D598E8DAEDFAS2 14A5991F2935B-GOFFMAN, JO]

Sent: 9/21/2021 7:46:21 PM

To: Utech, Dan [Utech.Dan@epa.gov]

Subject: Fwd: OMB is ready to clear MATS

Late-breaking new.

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Culligan, Kevin" <Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov>

Date: September 21, 2021 at 2:29:43 PM EDT

To: "Goffman, Joseph” <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>, "Carbonell, Tomas" <Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov>

Cc: "Tsirigotis, Peter" <Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov>, "Campbell, Ann" <Campbell. Ann@epa.gov>
Subject: OMB is ready to clear MATS
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Message

From: Goffman, Joseph [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=23474D598E8D4EDFA9214A5991F2935B-GOFFMAN, JO]
Sent: 9/1/2021 11:40:15 AM

To: Campbell, Ann [Campbell. Ann@epa.gov]
Subject: Re: OMB mtg today
Thank you.

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 1, 2021, at 7:37 AM, Campbell, Ann <Campbell. Ann@epa.gov> wrote:

Spoke with Josh already this morning who will relay. If she needs more | will jump on a call with her.

Ann (Campbell) Ferrio

Chief of Staff

EPA/Office of Air and Radiation
Office: 202 566 1370

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, September 1, 2021 7:32 AM

To: Campbell, Ann <Campbell. Ann@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: OMB mtg today

That’s right. Please let her know. Thanks

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 1, 2021, at 7:21 AM, Campbell, Ann <Campbeall Ann@epa.gov> wrote:

Deliberative Process / Ex. 5

Ann (Campbell) Ferrio

Chief of Staff

EPA/Office of Air and Radiation
Office: 202 566 1370

From: Arroyo, Victoria <fsrovo. Victoria@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, September 1, 2021 6:43 AM

To: Fox, Radhika <Fost. Radhika@ena.gov>

Cc: Chaudhary, Dimple <Chaudhary. Dimple@apa.zov>; Campbell, Ann <Campbell. Ann@epa.gov>; Lewis, Josh
<Lewis.oshi@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: OMB mtg today
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Deliberative Process / Ex. 5

From: Fox, Radhika <Fox. Radhika@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, September 1, 2021 6:44 AM

To: Arroyo, Victoria <Arrovo Victoria@epa.gov>

Cc: Chaudhary, Dimple <Chaudhary. Dimple@epa.gow>
Subject: OMB mtg today

Hi Vicki:

Deliberative Process /| Ex. 5

Thanks, radhika

Radhika Fox

Assistant Administrator for Water
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
For Radhike@epa.gov
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Message

From: Goffman, Joseph [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=23474D598E8D4EDFA9214A5991F2935B-GOFFMAN, JO]
Sent: 9/16/2021 11:02:54 PM

To: Arroyo, Victoria [Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov]
cC: Utech, Dan [Utech.Dan@epa.gov]
Subject: Re: MATS near closure

Chris Hoagland told me this AM that CPO “wants to run a couple of traps” before the rule is released and that
we’re looking at early next week pending the trap-running.

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 16, 2021, at 6:39 PM, Arroyo, Victoria <Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov> wrote:

Hi Joe and Dan —let me know if there’s something | should do on this timing question please. Thanks!
Vicki

From: Schillo, Bruce <Schillo.Bruce@epa.gov>
Sent: Thursday, September 16, 2021 6:36 PM
To: Arroyo, Victoria <Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov>
Cc: Curry, Bridgid <Curry.Bridgid@epa.gov>
Subject: MATS near closure

OMB sent suggested revisions to the Cost Memo that they had discussed with OAR yesterday.

Vlad noted the following in his e-mail:

Provided you are okay with this suggested edit, we should be able to conclude our review rather quickly. I should also
point out that I understand that there policy-level conversations taking place right now regarding the timing of roll-out so
we could discuss whether there is a preference for exactly when OMB concludes its review. If, however, you have
concerns with the text being copied in from the preamble, please let me know and we can discuss the path forward.
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Message

From: Goffman, Joseph [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=23474D598E8D4EDFA9214A5991F2935B-GOFFMAN, JO]
Sent: 10/12/2021 7:38:02 PM

To: Atkinson, Emily [Atkinson.Emily@epa.gov]
cC: Kim, Eunjung [Kim.Eun@epa.gov]
Subject: RE: Due Today by 4:30pm FY2021 End of Year Performance Review with Janet McCabe

Attachments: JG Self Assessment v3.docx

Joseph Goffman

Acting Assistant Administrator

Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Atkinson, Emily <Atkinson.Emily@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, October 12, 2021 9:44 AM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>

Cc: Kim, Eunjung <Kim.Eun@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Due Today by 4:30pm FY2021 End of Year Performance Review with Janet McCabe

Great — thanks Joe.

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, October 12, 2021 9:39 AM

To: Atkinson, Emily <atkinson. Emilv@epa.gov>

Cc: Kim, Eunjung <Kirrs Euni@epa. gov>

Subject: RE: Due Today by 4:30pm FY2021 End of Year Performance Review with Janet McCabe

All done, pending ironing out some wrinkles in the formatting. Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Acting Assistant Administrator

Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Atkinson, Emily <Atkinson.Emily@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, October 12, 2021 9:37 AM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman. oseph@spa.gov>

Subject: Due Today by 4:30pm FY2021 End of Year Performance Review with Janet McCabe

Hi Joe —

Your performance review is scheduled for tomorrow with Janet. Please send your self-assessment by 4:30pm
today so I can include it in her take home folder tonight.

Thank you!
Emily
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From: Atkinson, Emily

Sent: Wednesday, October 06, 2021 11:08 AM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman. loseph@ epa. gov>

Subject: Reminder: FY2021 End of Year Performance Review with Janet McCabe

From: Atkinson, Emily

Sent: Friday, September 24, 2021 3:04 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.loseph@epa.gov>

Subject: FY2021 End of Year Performance Review with Janet McCabe

Hi Joe,

I'have scheduled your year-end review with Janet McCabe for next month.

Please submit a two page year end self-assessment via email to me no later than COB on Friday, October 8 for

Janet McCabe to review in advance.
Let me know if you have any questions.

Thank you!
Emily

Emily Atkinson

Special Assistant

Office of the Deputy Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Room 3412D, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW
Washington, DC 20460

Voice: 202-564-1850

Email: atkinson.emilvidiena.cov
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Message

From: Goffman, Joseph [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=23474D598E8DAEDFAS2 14A5991F2935B-GOFFMAN, JO]

Sent: 10/19/2021 10:48:26 PM

To: Peter Tsirigotis (Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov) [Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov]; Culligan, Kevin [Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov];
Birnbaum, Rona [Birnbaum.Rona@epa.gov]; Gunning, Paul [Gunning.Paul@epa.gov]; Dunham, Sarah
(Dunham.Sarah@epa.gov) [Dunham.Sarah@epa.gov]; Kocchi, Suzanne [Kocchi.Suzanne@epa.gov]

CC: Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov]; Alejandra Nunez (Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov)
[Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov}; Campbell, Ann [Campbell. Ann@epa.gov]
Subject: FW: White House doubles down on executive action as Democrats consider scaling back Hill climate plan

Joseph Goffman

Acting Assistant Administrator

Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Conger, Nick <Conger.Nick@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, October 19, 2021 6:41 PM

To: Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady.Alison@epa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph
<Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov>; Nunez, Alejandra
<Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov>

Cc: Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton.Lindsay@epa.gov>; Lamy, Kendra <Lamy.Kendra@epa.gov>

Subject: White House doubles down on executive action as Democrats consider scaling back Hill climate plan

Just flagging this WaPo story that just posted that points to some comments from Jen Psaki today where she referenced
EPA actions on climate, and uses a quote from the Administrator from his recent interview with Dino and Maxine. This is
a storyline that will only continue to develop as we move closer to COP and as the BBB talks push on.

White House doubles down on executive action as Democrats consider scaling back Hill climate plan

President Biden, his press secretary said, “has not waited for legislation” as he heads into major U.N. climate talks in
Glasgow

By Dino Grandoni and Tony Romm

Bitos:/ Swww washingtonpost com/olimate-environment/202 1710719 //climate-reconcilistion-biden-white-house/

The Biden administration is working to salvage its credibility on climate change by shoring up key provisions in a
troubled tax and spending bill and demonstrating its ability to cut greenhouse gas emissions without the help of
Congress.

The rush to write climate legislation as part of a massive budget bill comes ahead of critical United Nations climate talks
in Glasgow starting Oct. 31, where Biden and his team plan to push other nations to cut their own emissions. Failure to
enact an ambitious set of policies could undermine Biden’s ability to broker a deal aimed at averting catastrophic
warming.

Biden’s climate agenda suffered a major blow after a key Democratic senator, Joe Manchin lll (W.Va.), expressed
opposition to a program to reward electric utilities for switching to renewable energy — and penalize those that don't.
The Clean Electricity Performance Program, or CEPP, aims to accelerate power plants’ transition away from fossil fuels,
including coal mined in Manchin’s home state.
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Now, White House officials and some of their key allies in the Senate are arguing that the United States can still meet its
commitment under the Paris agreement to cut the nation’s carbon output in half by the end of the decade, compared to
2005 levels, through a combination of other executive and legislative action.

“We’re just going to have to work hard on a continuing basis to achieve that goal in this package and what the
administration can do,” said Sen. Edward J. Markey (D-Mass.) in an interview.

Biden hopes to use the U.S. pledge to secure more ambitious targets from other major emitters at the U.N. summit,
which aims to keep the global temperature rise to 1.5 degrees Celsius (2.7 degrees Fahrenheit) compared to pre-
industrial levels. The planet has already warmed by 1.2 degrees C.

“The unspoken consensus surrounding the U.N. climate summit is that the Biden administration needs to get its
infrastructure bills through Congress unhindered to keep the 1.5 degrees target on the table,” said Chris Venables, head
of politics at Green Alliance, a London-based think tank. “Without the U.S. showing it is deadly serious about investing in
the clean economy, the diplomatic background music will be critically weakened.”

Markey, who spearheaded a climate bill through the House more than a decade ago only to watch it later die in the
Democrat-controlled Senate, is hoping to avoid a similar fate this time. “We just have to make sure emissions
reductions, jobs and justice are at the heart of any package we pass.”

A new analysis published Tuesday by the Rhodium Group suggests that the nation can achieve that level of emissions
reductions without the new power plant proposal — but it will require sweeping executive action by not only the Biden
administration but state governments as well.

Congress would still have to enact the other clean energy provisions in the budget bill, the economic research firm said,
including the extension of tax breaks for renewable generation, tax credits for electric vehicles and grants for clean
energy.

“The U.S. can meet its climate targets without the CEPP,” said Ben King, a senior analyst at the firm. “But it's pretty
difficult.”

Preparing for the possible defeat of the clean electricity program, the White House is also emphasizing there is more
than one way to meet Biden’s climate goal. “The good news is there are a range of good ideas and proposals out there
from members of Congress,” White House press secretary Jen Psaki told reporters Monday.

Already during Biden's first nine months in office, she noted, the Environmental Protection Agency has moved to tighten
tailpipe emissions from new cars and curb the use of super-polluting chemicals in refrigserators and air conditioners.

Biden, she said, “has not waited for legislation.”

And the EPA is days away from issuing a major new rule to plug the leaking of methane, a greenhouse gas more
powerful than carbon dioxide, from new and existing oil and gas operations.

“We need to lean in and set a very aggressive standard so that the industry understands what the rules of engagement
are and what the expectations are,” EPA Administrator Michael Regan said in an interview with The Post this month.
“Methane is such a potent pollutant, it's important that we understand what the contribution is from this industry.”

But some of the biggest potential reductions in U.S. emissions lie in the nation’s power sector. Environmental advocates

hope the administration will use the Clean Air Act to cut carbon emissions from power plants, even without the help of
Congress.
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The EPA is poised to soon bolster that existing authority by restoring the legal foundation for curbing coal plants’
mercury emissions, which was undone under the Trump’ administration. Limiting mercury, a dangerous neurotoxin, can
also cut down on climate pollution released alongside it.

“EPA legally does have many tools” to cut power-plant emissions, said Natural Resources Defense Council senior
attorney Emily Davis. She added that the mercury rule, “once we see it, could be one of those tools.”

But it’s a tricky task, given that the Supreme Court once blocked an Obama-era plan to cut greenhouse gas emissions
under a Clean Air Act rule.

Even without sweeping regulation, hundreds of U.S. coal plants have shut down over the past decade, due to stiff
competition from cheaper natural gas, wind and solar generation.

More recently, the United States has slipped. With tighter gas supplies during the coronavirus pandemic, the use of coal
for electricity in the United States is actually expected this year to increase for the first time since 2014, according to a
report this week from the U.S. Energy Information Administration.

The most significant remaining climate policy in the reconciliation package is a suite of tax credits to build solar and wind
projects and consumers to buy electric vehicles.

“The Finance Committee proposal, which got full support on our side, was always the linchpin of the carbon agenda,”
said Sen. Ron Wyden {(D-Ore.), who is shepherding the tax package as chair of the Senate Finance Committee.

Yet if the climate provisions get watered down even further, some liberal senators warn they may pull their support.
With a razor-thin majorities in both the House and Senate, Democrats can’t afford to lose many votes in their caucus.

“l can’t support a reconciliation bill that doesn’t have a strong climate title, and | think there are a lot of folks who share
that belief in the Senate,” Sen. Chris Murphy {D-Conn.) said, without specifying his bottom line.

“I know the administration has been talking more about the potential for executive action to be significantly impactful,”
he added. “My current belief is without legislative changes we’re not going to come anywhere close to our Paris
agreement [commitment]. But I’'m eager to see something from the administration that suggests otherwise.”

Some Democrats have floated the idea of replacing the clean electricity program with a tax on carbon dioxide pollution.
But while popular among economists, some Democrats view it as politically explosive.

“I’'m not a big fan of the carbon tax,” Sen. Jon Tester {D-Mont.) told reporters Tuesday. “I just don’t think it works in the
way it was explained to me.”

Many Democrats and environmental advocates remain intent on forging a deal, given that this may represent the best
shot in a generation to pass meaningful climate legislation.

“Would it be different if there were 70 of me in the Senate? Sure,” said Sen. Brian Schatz (D-Hawaii), one of the Senate’s
biggest climate hawks, on Monday evening. “But | don’t think we want to catastrophize this thing quite yet.”

Maxine Joselow, Karla Adam and William Booth contributed to this report.

Nick Conger

Press Secretary

Environmental Protection Agency
202-941-1116 (mobile)
MNewsroom
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Message

From: Goffman, Joseph [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=23474D598E8DAEDFAS2 14A5991F2935B-GOFFMAN, JO]

Sent: 11/24/2021 1:37:07 PM

To: Utech, Dan [Utech.Dan@epa.gov]; Prieto, Jeffrey [Prieto.Jeffrey@epa.gov]

Subject: FW: Time-sensitive: Draft of EPA letter to DOJ Recommending Position for Brief in SCOTUS CPP Repeal/ACE Rule
Case -- please review by 11/24/21 10:00am

Attachments: Letter to Todd Kim re EPA position on SCOTUS ACE Rule case_11-22-21 9pm jg.docx

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Arroyo, Victoria <Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, November 24, 2021 8:04 AM

To: McCabe, Janet <McCabe.Janet@epa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>

Cc: Hoffman, Howard <hoffman.howard @epa.gov>; Prieto, Jeffrey <Prieto.Jeffrey@epa.gov>; Payne, James (Jim)
<payne.james@epa.gov>; Srinivasan, Gautam <Srinivasan.Gautam@epa.gov>; Marks, Matthew
<Marks.Matthew@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Time-sensitive: Draft of EPA letter to DOJ Recommending Position for Brief in SCOTUS CPP Repeal/ACE Rule
Case -- please review by 11/24/21 10:00am

Ex. 5 Attorney Client (AC)

Hope this helps and that we can all enjoy some real (not virtual) hiking trails and the outdoors this holiday
weekend. Happy Thanksgiving!

ED_006533_00000097-00001



EPA-HQ-2021-5551

Best,
Vicki

From: McCabe, Janet <}/c{abe Janel@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, November 23, 2021 8:20 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffimarn. loseph@ epa. gov>

Cc: Hoffman, Howard <heoffman howsrd@epa.gov>; Arroyo, Victoria <Asrove Victoriai@epa.gov>; Prieto, Jeffrey
<Priete. deffrey@epa.gov>; Payne, James (Jim) <pavne.james@epa.gov>; Srinivasan, Gautam
<Srinivasan.Gautam@ena.zov>; Marks, Matthew <Marks. Matthew@ena. gow>

Subject: Re: Time-sensitive: Draft of EPA letter to DOJ Recommending Position for Brief in SCOTUS CPP Repeal/ACE Rule
Case -- please review by 11/24/21 10:00am

Ex. 5 Attorney Client (AC)

Sent from my iPad

On Nov 23, 2021, at 7:19 PM, Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.foseph@epa gov> wrote:

Ex. 5 Attorney Client (AC

Thanks, again, for considering. Feel free not to spend your limited time and energy responding to my comments in the
likely event you don’t find them useful.

Best,
Joe

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Hoffman, Howard <hoffman. howard @epa.govy>
Sent: Monday, November 22, 2021 9:22 PM
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To: McCabe, Janet <McCabe janet@epa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.oseph@epa.gov>; Arroyo, Victoria
<ArroyoVictoria@ena zow>; Prieto, Jeffrey <Pristo Jeffrev@ena.gov>; Payne, James (Jim) <paynsjames@epa.gov>

Cc¢: Srinivasan, Gautam <&rinivasan.Gautam@epa.gov>; Marks, Matthew <Marks Matthew @ epa.gov>; Hogan, Stephanie
<Hogan.Stephanie®@epa.goy>; Vijayan, Abi <Viiavan Abli@epa.gov>; Jordan, Scott <jordan.Scoti@epa.pov>; Greenglass,
Nora <Gresnglass. Nora@spa,gov>; Schramm, Daniel <Schrarn.Daniel@spa.gov>; Garfinkle, Stacey

<garfinkie stacev@epa.gov>

Subject: Time-sensitive: Draft of EPA letter to DOJ Recommending Position for Brief in SCOTUS CPP Repeal/ACE Rule
Case -- please review by 11/24/21 10:00am

Ex. 5 Attorney Client (AC)

Howard J. Hoffman USEPA-OGC-ARLO (202) 564-5582(0) Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) ;Room 7415 WJC-North
Mailing address: Mail Code 7344A, 1200 Pennsylvania Ave. NW Washington, D.C. 20460

The contents of this message may be subject to the attorney-client, work-product, or deliberative process privileges.

<Letter to Todd Kim re EPA position on SCOTUS ACE Rule case_11-22-21 9pm jg.docx>
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Appointment

From: Goffman, Joseph [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP

(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=23474D598E8D4EDFA9214A5991F2935B-GOFFMAN, JO]
Sent: 11/24/2021 8:49:48 PM

To: Nishida, Jane [Nishida.Jane@epa.gov]

Subject: Accepted: AA Level Coordination Meeting on Minamata Convention on Mercury
Location: Microsoft Teams Meeting

Start: 1/6/2022 6:00:00 PM

End: 1/6/2022 7:00:00 PM

Recurrence: (none)
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Message

From: Goffman, Joseph [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=23474D598E8D4EDFAS2 14A5991F2935B-GOFFMAN, JO]

Sent: 12/8/2021 12:52:38 PM

To: Campbell, Ann [Campbell. Ann@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: Coordination for Wednesday's at Capitol

Ah, yes. | kept seeing that and forgetting it. Denial is a powerful force. So be it. Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Campbell, Ann <Campbell. Ann@epa.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, December 8, 2021 7:51 AM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Coordination for Wednesday's at Capitol

No, we rescheduled the OIRA call to 3p today so you can participate (I don’t know whether that’s a good thing | did or a

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Ann (Campbell) Ferrio

Chief of Staff

EPA/Office of Air and Radiation
Office: 202 566 1370

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman. oseph@epa.pov>
Sent: Wednesday, December 8, 2021 7:47 AM
To: Campbell, Ann <Camphell Ann@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Coordination for Wednesday's at Capitol

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Campbell, Ann <Campbell. Ann@epa.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, December 8, 2021 7:22 AM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman. osenh@spa.gov>
Subject: Re: Coordination for Wednesday's at Capitol

| think we keep it and if it ends early, it ends early. There is a lot being transacted right now - including that | just

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Ann (Campbell) Ferrio
Chief of Staff

Office of Air and Radiation
(202) 566-1370

On Dec 7, 2021, at 9:00 PM, Goffman, Joseph <Goffiman. joseph@epa.gov> wrote:

Should we cancel Air Issues? Happy to call in while in transit if you think we need it, but I’'m not sure we do. Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Goffman, Joseph

Sent: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 8:59 PM

To: Kim, Eunjung <iim Eunfiena gow>

Cc: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiere Maria@epa.zov>; Campbell, Ann <Campbell AnniPepa.gpov>; Kabanda, Thierry
<Kabanda Thierrv@epa.soy>

Subject: RE: Coordination for Wednesday's at Capitol

That'll work. Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Kim, Eunjung <Kirm.Eun@ena. gov>

Sent: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 8:46 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.losephdlepa,.gov>

Cc: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdisre Mariai@epa.gov>; Campbell, Ann <Camphbsll Ann@epa.gov>; Kabanda, Thierry
<Kabanda.Thierry@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Coordination for Wednesday's at Capitol

Hey Joe,

Looping you into this conversation with Maria. We have a slight change of plans on coordinating tomorrow’s travel to
the Capitol. Given that you and Maria will need to be at the Capitol by 10:30, Maria is proposing that you meet her at
10am by HQ’s 12th St entrance next to the Federal Triangle Metro Stop.

From there you will both Uber to the meeting. Please let me know if you have any questions or would like to discuss this
further.

Thanks!

Eunjung Kim

Special Assistant

Office of Air and Radiation
Environmental Protection Agency
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(202) 815-7252

From: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiere Marla@epa.pov>
Sent: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 8:33 PM

To: Kim, Eunjung <¥im. Eunieps. gov>

Subject: RE: Coordination for Wednesday's at Capitol

Hi Eunjung, thanks for all your work!

Regarding getting to the Capitol, | talked with Ashley and we should plan to be at the Capitol by 10:30. It’s about a 10
minute drive, but sometimes it can take the Uber a few minutes to arrive, so my plan is to call an uber by a little after 10
AM. | recommend Joe be at HQ by 10 AM and we can call an Uber by 10:15.

Where is the OAR office? | have to admit | am not at all familiar with the EPA campus yet. Would it work for Joe to meet
at the EPA’s 12 Street entrance right next to the federal triangle metro stop? Happy to hop on a call and discuss
logistics/what works tomorrow morning.

Thanks!
Maria

From: Kim, Eunjung <Kim. Funf@epa.zov>

Sent: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 7:00 PM

To: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiare Maria®epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Coordination for Wednesday's at Capitol

Hey Maria,
Thanks again for all your work on this meeting. Could you share what your plans are for you and Joe to travel to the
Capitol together? He is planning to be at HQ by 10:30, if not sooner.

Eunjung Kim

Special Assistant

Office of Air and Radiation
Environmental Protection Agency
(202) 815-7252

From: Morgan, Ashley <Morgan.Ashley M@ epa . gov>

Sent: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 3:54 PM

To: Lance, Kathleen <Lance.Kathieen@eapa. gov>; Kim, Eunjung <iim.Eun®@epa.gov>; Laverdiere, Maria
<izverdiere Maria@ena.gov>

Cc: Niebling, William <Niebling. Willlam@epa.govw>; Goffman, Joseph <Gofiman.osssh@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Coordination for Wednesday's at Capitol

Hi there —

Flagging that due to spacing in the Administrator’s vehicle tomorrow, Maria and Joe will need to ride separately to the
U.S. Capitol. | spoke with Maria and she going to help coordinate the ride to the Capitol tomorrow morning. Please plan
to arrive by 10:30 AM. For awareness, | will be at the Capitol ahead of time to advance. Should anything be needed
please let me know.

Thanks!
Ashley
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Ashley M. Morgan

Beputy Dhrector of Scheduling and Advance
.S, Environmental Protection Agency

Cell: (202) 909-9983

From: Lance, Kathleen <Lance Kathleen@eng, gov>

Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 12:36 PM

To: Morgan, Ashley <iorzan.Ashley. Milepa.gov>; Kim, Eunjung <Kim.Eun@epa.gov>; Laverdiere, Maria
<Laverdisre Maria@epa.gov>

Cc: Niebling, William <Niabling Willlam@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Coordination for Wednesday's at Capitol

Ashley — 1 will also staff him as trip director on Wed for this event, and the other two WH events.
Kindly,

Kathieen C. Lance

Director of Scheduling and Advance
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Cell: (202) 941-1109

From: Morgan, Ashley <pargan.dshiev. M@ epa.gov>

Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 10:59 AM

To: Kim, Eunjung <Kim.Eunétepa.gov>; Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiere. Maria®@epa.gov>

Cc: Lance, Kathleen <Lange. Kathlesn@epa.gov>; Niebling, William <Misbling. Willam 8spa.gov>
Subject: Coordination for Wednesday's at Capitol

Hi there —

For Wednesday, Joe Goffman and Maria are welcome to ride with the Administrator over to the Capitol. They both
should plan to be in the Administrator’s suite at 10:20 AM for departure. Additionally, Joe and Maria will need to be
coordinate a ride back to the headquarters after the meeting, as the Administrator is going to be heading to another
meeting across town immediately afterwards. Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks!
Ashley

Ashley M. Morgan

Deputy Director of Schedubing and Advance
U.5. Environmental Protection Agency
Cell: (202) 909-9933
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Message

From: Goffman, Joseph [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=23474D598E8DA4EDFAS2 14A5991F2935B-GOFFMAN, JO]

Sent: 12/15/2021 2:28:23 AM

To: Utech, Dan [Utech.Dan@epa.gov]

Subject: Pending ltems

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
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Message

From: Goffman, Joseph [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=23474D598E8DA4EDFAS2 14A5991F2935B-GOFFMAN, JO]

Sent: 9/3/2021 1:34:10 PM

To: John Shoaff {Shoaff.John@epa.gov) [Shoaff.John@epa.gov]

cC: Shaw, Betsy [Shaw.Betsy@epa.gov]; Alejandra Nunez (Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov) [Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov];
Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov]; Kim, Eunjung [Kim.Eun@epa.gov]; Campbell, Ann
[Campbell.Ann@epa.gov]

Subject: FW: More on Guidance conversation

Attachments: Guidances Issued by Office since Jan 2017 .xIsx; Re-executed Memo re Guidance Rule Rescission 5-18-21{003).docx;
OIRA RIS Process Reset to Admin Regan 6 17 21_signed.pdf

Would appreciate your thoughts on whom to designate for this. Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Acting Assistant Administrator

Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Arroyo, Victoria <Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov>

Sent: Friday, September 3, 2021 9:31 AM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>; Starfield, Lawrence <Starfield.Lawrence@epa.gov>; Fox, Radhika
<Fox.Radhika@epa.gov>; Freedhoff, Michal <Freedhoff.Michal@epa.gov>; Frey, Christopher
<Frey.Christopher@epa.gov>; Waterhouse, Carlton <Waterhouse.Carlton@epa.gov>; Nishida, Jane
<Nishida.Jane@epa.gov>

Cc¢: Cassady, Alison <Cassady.Alison@epa.gov>; Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>; McCabe, Janet
<McCabe.Janet@epa.gov>; Fine, Philip <Fine.Philip@epa.gov>; Monger, Jon <Monger.Jon@epa.gov>; Hoffer, Melissa
<Hoffer.Melissa@epa.gov>; Nickerson, William <Nickerson.William@epa.gov>

Subject: More on Guidance conversation

Sharing these materials again per Janet’s current “ask” on the call re: reviewing guidance. Please designate a lead
person for each of your offices on this and share with me and Bill Nickerson. Thanks!
Vicki

From: Nickerson, William <Nicksrson Willlam@ens. gov>

Sent: Thursday, September 2, 2021 4:00 PM

To: Arroyo, Victoria <Arrove. Victoria@epa.gov>; Fine, Philip <Fine. Philip@epa.gov>
Subject: follow up from today's call with the Deputy Administrator on Guidance

Vicki and Phil,

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Bill

From: Manibusan, Mary <Manibusan. Marv@epa.soy>

Sent: Tuesday, June 22, 2021 4:57 PM

To: RSC Core <RSC Coref@ena.gov>; RSC Regions Core <RSI Regions Coredeng.govd>

Cc: RMD Desk Officers <RMD DOEsma.gov>; Nickerson, William <Nicksrson, William@spa.sov>; Curry, Bridgid
<Cyrry. Brideid@ena.gov>; Kramer, Melissa <Kramer. bMelissa@epa.gov>; Corrales, Mark <Corralas Marki@epa. pov>
Subject: Revocation of EO 13891 Guidance Rule and Portal - Rescinding Previously Issued Guidance Documents

RSC Members,

With the revocation of EO 13891 from the previous Administration regarding guidance and recission of the EPA’s rule on
guidance, we are now encouraging you to review guidance documents from your program/regional office area that were
issued during the previous Administration that may warrant revision or rescission. We recognize the level of effort
required to conduct such a review and to assist you in this endeavor, OP staff has provided the following information:

1. Recent memo from Sharon Block that rescinded the Paul Ray memo (OIRA IRIS Process Reset to Admin Regan 6
17 21_signed.pdf)

2. Recent memo from Melissa Hoffer in OGC about factors to consider when revising or rescinding previous
guidance, issued on May 18, 2021 (Re-executed memo re Guidance Rule Rescission 5-18-21.docx)

3. List of guidance documents that were designated as guidance and issued during the previous Administration
(Guidance Issued by Office since January 2017.xisx)

Please consider if there are any consequential guidance documents from the previous Administration that should be
revisited. The most prominent of these are probably most familiar to you and your program office, but the materials
provided by OP should be helpful in identifying other documents.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me, or Melissa Kramer.

Thank you!
Mary

Mary Manibusan, Director
Regulatory Management Division (RMD)
(202) 754-1986

RMD Mission Statement: Provides Effective Centralized Management of Regulatory Actions to Ensure Public Health and
Environmental Protection.

If you are not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible to deliver it to the intended recipient, please contact the sender and delete alf copies.
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Message

From: Goffman, Joseph [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=23474D598E8D4EDFA9214A5991F2935B-GOFFMAN, JO]
Sent: 1/7/2022 7:13:04 PM

To: Cassady, Alison [Cassady.Alison@epa.gov]; Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov]; Profeta, Timothy
[Profeta.Timothy@epa.gov]
Subject: RE: Overview of Potential Power Plant Strategy

Attachments: 2022-1-6 Power Sector elements-timing V2.pptx

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Cassady, Alison <Cassady.Alison@epa.gov>

Sent: Friday, January 7, 2022 2:09 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov>; Profeta, Timothy
<Profeta.Timothy@epa.gov>

Subject: Overview of Potential Power Plant Strategy

Hi all,

As Joe knows, the Climate Policy Office is interested in receiving a briefing in short order—not yet scheduled, however—
on all of the elements of a potential power plant strategy and announcement.

Dan and | thought it would make sense to update this PowerPoint, which you used to brief the Administrator in August. |
defer to you on whether that makes sense, or whether you would want to start from scratch, but Dan was particularly
interested in updating slide 7.

Thoughts?

Alison

Alison L. Cassady

Deputy Chief of Staff for Policy

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Cell: (202) 941-6036

From: Lance, Kathleen <Lance Kathleen®@epa.pov>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 8:29 AM

To: Utech, Dan <itech.Dan@epa.goyv>; Goffman, Joseph <Goffman Jossph@epa.gow>; Tsirigotis, Peter

<Tsirigoiis Peter@ena govw>; Koerber, Mike <koerber Mikefena goy>; Srivastava, Ravi <Srivastava Ravidepa.gov>; Lin,
Walter <lirnowalter@epa.poy>; Ward, Hillary <Ward Hillarv@epa.gov>; Ndoh, Tina <Ndoh. Tina@epa.gov>; Wood, Anna
<Wood Anna@epa.soy>; Wayland, Richard <Waviand. Richarddepa.goy>; Cozzie, David <{gzzie. David@ena.gow>;
Cassady, Alison <{assady. Alison@epa.gov>; Sasser, Erika <Sasser.brika@ena.zov>; Jones, Rhea <jones. Rheaiena. gov>;
Macpherson, Alex <M acpherson. Alex@sna, gov>; Dolwick, Pat <Dolwick. Pati@epa. gov>; Fellner, Christian

<Feliner. Christian@ena.gov>; Howard, Jodi <Howard Jodi@ena gov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell. Tomas@ena.gow>;
Kim, Eunjung <Kirm.Eun@epa.gov>; Rimer, Kelly <Rimer Kellyi@epa.gov>; Terry, Sara <Terry.Sara@epa.gov>; Chan,
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Elizabeth <Chan. Elizabethi@ epa.gov>; Culligan, Kevin <Cudligan. Kevin@epa.gov>; Mathias, Scott

<Mathias. Scott@epa.gov>; Brachtl, Megan <Brachtl. Magan@spa.zov>; Edwards, Chebryll
<Edwards.Chebryvll@epa.gov>; Abrahamian, Tanya <aprahamian.tanva@epa.gov>; Chappell, Regina
<Chappell.Regina@epa.gov>; Payne, James) <payne.iamesi@epa.gov>; Fox, Loren <Fox. Loren@epa.gov>; Epps-Price,
Lena <Epps-Price Lena@epa.gov>; Fox, Tyler <Fox Tyler@epa.gov>; Houyoux, Marc <Houyoux Maro@epa.gov>; Hemby,
James <Hemby. Jlames@epa.gov>; Kelly, James <keally. james@epa.gov>; South, Peter <South. Peter@epa.gov>; Lassiter,
Penny <Lassiter.Penny@spa gov>; Noonan, Jenny <Noonandenny@ena.gov>; Davis, Alison <Davis. Alison@epa. gov>;
Wright, Rhonda <Wright. Rhonda@epa.gov>; Pinder, Robert <pindsr robart@ena.gov>; Wayland, Robert;j

<Wayland. Roberti®@ena gov>; Weatherhead, Darryl <Weatherhead Darrvi@epa.gov>; Maniloff, Peter

<Maniloff Peter@epa, gov>; Rao, Raj <Rag.Raiftepa.gov>; Tejada, Matthew <Tejada.Matthew @epa.gov>; Hutson, Nick
<Hutson Mick@epa.gov>; Breen, Barry <Breen. Barry@epa.gov>; Waterhouse, Carlton <Waterhouse Carllon@epa.gov>;
Huggins, Richard <Huggins. Richard@sepa.gov>; Fox, Radhika <Fox Radhika@epa.gov>; Best-Wong, Benita <Best-

Wong, Benita@epa pgov>; Hoffer, Melissa <Hoffer Melissa@epa.zov>; Weaver, Susannah <Weaver Susannah@epa.gov>;
Srinivasan, Gautam <&Srinivasan. Gautam @epa.gov>; Marks, Matthew <Marks Matthew@epa.gov>; Arroyo, Victoria
<Arrovo Victoria@epa.gov>; Fine, Philip <Fine.Philip@epa.pov>; Macedonia, Jennifer <MacedoniaJennifer@epa.gov>;
McGartland, Al <icGartand Al@epa.sov>; Evans, DavidA <Evans.Davida@epa.gow>; Grundler, Christopher
<grundier.christopher@epa. goy>; Birnbaum, Rona <Birmmbaum. Rona@eps.eov>; DeFigueiredo, Mark

<DefFigusiredo Mark@epa.gov>; Stenhouse, Jeb <Stenhouse. leb@epa.gov>; Ashley, Jackie <Ashlay. ackie@epa.gov>;
Hogan, Stephanie <Hogan. Stephanie@epa.gov>; Hoffman, Howard <hinffman howardi@epa.gov>; Vijayan, Abi
<Wiavan.Abi@epa.gov>; Schramm, Daniel <Schiramm. Daniel@epa.zov>; Greenglass, Nora <Greenglass. Mora@epa.gov>;
Garfinkle, Stacey <garfinkle stacev®@epa.gov>; Swanson, Nicholas <Swanson. Nicholas@epa.goyv>; Ashley, John
<ashlev.ichn@epa.zov>; Keaveny, Brian <Keaveny, Brian@epa.govw>; Efron, Brent <Efron. Brent@epa,.gow>; Curry, Bridgid
<Curry. Bridgid@ena.gov>; Gilbreath, Jan <Gilbreath. lan@epa, gov>; Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton. Lindsay@epa.gow>;
Sullivan, Greg <Sullivan. Greg@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Video-call: Overview of Potential Power Plant Strategy

Materials attached for today’s 1:00PM.

From: scheduling

Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 9:32 PM

To: scheduling; Utech, Dan; Goffman, Joseph; Tsirigotis, Peter; Koerber, Mike; Srivastava, Ravi; Lin, Walter; Ward, Hillary;
Ndoh, Tina; Wood, Anna; Wayland, Richard; Cozzie, David; Cassady, Alison; Sasser, Erika; Jones, Rhea; Macpherson, Alex;
Dolwick, Pat; Fellner, Christian; Howard, Jodi; Carbonell, Tomas; Kim, Eunjung; Rimer, Kelly; Terry, Sara; Chan, Elizabeth;
Culligan, Kevin; Mathias, Scott; Brachtl, Megan; Edwards, Chebryll; Abrahamian, Tanya; Chappell, Regina; Payne, JamesJ;
Fox, Loren; Epps-Price, Lena; Fox, Tyler; Houyoux, Marc; Hemby, James; Kelly, James; South, Peter; Lassiter, Penny;
Noonan, Jenny; Davis, Alison; Wright, Rhonda; Pinder, Robert; Wayland, Robertj; Weatherhead, Darryl; Maniloff, Peter;
Rao, Raj; Tejada, Matthew; Hutson, Nick; Breen, Barry; Waterhouse, Carlton; Huggins, Richard; Fox, Radhika; Best-Wong,
Benita; Hoffer, Melissa; Weaver, Susannah; Srinivasan, Gautam; Marks, Matthew; Arroyo, Victoria; Fine, Philip;
Macedonia, Jennifer; McGartland, Al; Evans, DavidA; Grundler, Christopher; Birnbaum, Rona; DeFigueiredo, Mark;
Stenhouse, Jeb; Ashley, Jackie; Hogan, Stephanie; Hoffman, Howard; Vijayan, Abi; Schramm, Daniel; Greenglass, Nora;
Garfinkle, Stacey; Swanson, Nicholas; Ashley, John; Keaveny, Brian; Efron, Brent; Curry, Bridgid; Gilbreath, Jan; Hamilton,
Lindsay; Sullivan, Greg

Subject: Video-call: Overview of Potential Power Plant Strategy

When: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 1:00 PM-1:45 PM (UTC-05:00) Eastern Time {US & Canada).

Where: RTP MAIN BUILDING ROOM A015/Microsoft Teams Meeting

Do not forward this invitation. Please notify scheduling®@epo. goy if participant changes need to be made.

In-Person Attendees:
Administrator Regan
Dan Utech, AO

Joe Goffman, OAR
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Peter Tsirigotis, OAR
Mike Koerber, OAR
Ravi Srivastava, OAR
Walter Lin, OAR
Hillary Ward, OAR
Tina Ndoh, OAR

Anna Wood, OAR
Chet Wayland, OAR
David Cozzie, OAR
Erika Sasser, OAR
Rhea Jones, OAR

Alex Macpherson, OAR
Pat Dolwick, OAR
Nick Hutson, OAR
Christian Fellner, OAR
Jodi Howard, OAR

Virtual Attendees:
Alison Cassady

Tomas Carbonell, OAR
Eunjung Kim, OAR

Kelly Rimer, OAR

Sara Terry, OAR
Elizabeth Chan, OAR
Kevin Culligan, OAR
Scott Mathias, OAR
Megan Brachtl, OAR
Chebryll Edwards, OAR
Tanya Abrahamian, OAR
Regina Chappell, OAR
James Payne, OAR
Loren Fox, OAR

Lena (Vickey) Epps Price, OAR
Tyler Fox, OAR

Marc Houyoux, OAR
James Hemby, OAR
James Kelly, OAR

Pete South, OAR

Penny Lassiter, OAR
Jenny Noonan, OAR
Alison Davis, OAR
Rhonda Wright, OAR
Rob Pinder, OAR

Bob Wayland, OAR
Darryl Weatherhead, OAR
Pete Maniloff, OAR

Raj Rao, OAR

Matt Tejada, OEJ

Barry Breen, OLEM
Carlton Waterhouse, OLEM
Richard Huggins, OLEM
Radhika Fox, OW

Benita Best Wong, OW
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Melissa Hoffer, OGC
Suzannah Weaver, OGC
Gautum Srinivasan, OGC
Mathew Marks, OGC
Vicki Arroyo, OP
Phil Fine, OP
Jennifer Macedonia, OP
Al McGartland, OP
Dave Evans, OP
Chris Grundler, OAP
Rona Birnbaum, OAP
Mark DeFiguredio, OAP
Jeb Stenhouse, OAP
Jackie Ashley, OAR
Stephanie Hogan, OGC
Howard Hoffman, OGC
Abi Vijayan, OGC
Dan Schramm. OGC
Nora Greenglass, OGC
Stacey Garfinkle, OGC
Nicholas Swanson, OAR
John Ashley, OAR
Brian Keaveny, OAR
Brent Efron, OP
Bridgid Curry, OPRM
Jan Gilbreath, OPRM
Greg Sullivan, OLEM

Microsoft Teams meeting

Join on your computer or mobile app
Click here 1o ioin the mestin

Or call in {audio only)
i Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) United States, Washington DC

Phone Conference EDE Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) :
Find & logal number | Reset PIN

By participating in EPA hosted virtual meetings and events, you are consenting to abide by the agency's terms of
use. In addition, you acknowledge that content you post may be collected and used in support of FOIA and
eDiscovery activities.

Leam Mors | Mesting options
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Message

From: Goffman, Joseph [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=23474D598E8DA4EDFAS2 14A5991F2935B-GOFFMAN, JO]

Sent: 1/10/2022 11:26:50 PM

To: Arroyo, Victoria [Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov]; Campbell, Ann [Campbell. Ann@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: Key Rules to OMB Report and anticipated clearance of rules currently there

Right. Thanks. Ann — let’s please remember to talk about this at AM RT on Tuesday.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Arroyo, Victoria <Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov>

Sent: Monday, January 10, 2022 1:16 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>; Campbell, Ann <Campbell. Ann@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Key Rules to OMB Report and anticipated clearance of rules currently there

No, | think Jane F. was asking you for her awareness though (per our conversation on Friday)

From: Goffman, Joseph <GoffmanJoseph@epa.gov>

Sent: Monday, January 10, 2022 1:15 PM

To: Campbell, Ann <Campbell Ann@epa.zov>

Cc: Arroyo, Victoria <&rrovo Mictoriai@epa. gov>

Subject: Re: Key Rules to OMB Report and anticipated clearance of rules currently there

Or did we mention this on our Wednesday call?

Sent from my iPhone

OnJan 10, 2022, at 1:12 PM, Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa. gov> wrote:

Yay! Thank you. | flagged this rule, albeit without knowing the timing. to Jason in a phone call on Friday. Hope that helps
with upload.

Sent from my iPhone

OnJan 10, 2022, at 11:08 AM, Campbell, Ann <Campbell Ann@epa.gov> wrote:

Thank you!

Ann (Campbell) Ferrio

Chief of Staff

EPA/Office of Air and Radiation
Office: 202 566 1370
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From: Arroyo, Victoria <Asrovo Victoria@ epa.gov>

Sent: Monday, January 10, 2022 11:06 AM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffiman. loseph@epa.gov>; Campbell, Ann <Campbell Anni@epa.gov>
Subject: FW: Key Rules to OMB Report and anticipated clearance of rules currently there

FYI

From: Nickerson, William <Nicksrson, William@ena. gov>

Sent: Monday, January 10, 2022 11:05 AM

To: Arroyo, Victoria <Arrove. Victoria@epa.gov>; Kramer, Melissa <Kramer, Melissa@epa.gov>; Fine, Philip
<Fine, Philin@epa.gov>; Efron, Brent <Efron, Brent@epa.gov>; Lewis, Josh <Lewis. Josh@lens. zov>

Cc: Corrales, Mark <Corrales. Mark@epa.gov>; Curry, Bridgid <Curry. Brideid@®@epa gov>; Pritchard, Eileen
<Pritchard.Eileen@epa.gov>; Muellerleile, Caryn <Mugllerieile. Caryni@epa.gov>; Maignan, Tawanda
<Maignan. Tawanda@epa.gow>

Subject: RE: Key Rules to OMB Report and anticipated clearance of rules currently there

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

From: Arroyo, Victoria <Arroyo Victoria@ena zov>

Sent: Monday, January 10, 2022 8:49 AM

To: Kramer, Melissa <iramer. Melissa@epa.gov>; Nickerson, William <Mickerson Willlam@epa.gow>; Fine, Philip
<Fine, Philipi@epa.gov>; Efron, Brent <Efron. Brent@ena.zov>; Lewis, Josh <Lewis Joshilepa.gov>

Cc: Corrales, Mark <Corrates. Mark@epa.gov>; Curry, Bridgid <Curry. Brideid@epa.gov>; Pritchard, Eileen
<Pritchard. Fileen®@epa.gov>; Muellerleile, Caryn <hugiierisile Caryn@epa.gov>; Maignan, Tawanda

<Maipnan. Tewanda@ena.gou>

Subject: RE: Key Rules to OMB Report and anticipated clearance of rules currently there

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

From: Kramer, Melissa <Kramer.Melissai@epa.gov>

Sent: Monday, January 10, 2022 8:47 AM

To: Arroyo, Victoria <Arroyo. Victoria@epa.soy>; Nickerson, William <Micksrson Willlam@epa.gov>; Fine, Philip
<fFine. Philip@epa.gov>; Efron, Brent <Efron.Brentf@epa. gov>; Lewis, Josh <Lewis Josh@epa.gov>

Cc: Corrales, Mark <Corrates. Marki@epa.gov>; Curry, Bridgid <Curry. Bridgid@epa.gov>; Pritchard, Eileen
<Pritchard. Bllsen®@epa.gov>; Muellerleile, Caryn <pusiierisiie.Caryn@epa.gov>; Maignan, Tawanda
<Maigran. Tawanda@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Key Rules to OMB Report and anticipated clearance of rules currently there

Hi Vicki,
The GHG reporting rule is not on the list because it is tier 3. The report from last week is still accurate.

Melissa

From: Arroyo, Victoria <Asrovo. Victoria@epa.gov>

Sent: Monday, January 10, 2022 8:28 AM

To: Nickerson, William <Mickerson William@epa.gov>; Kramer, Melissa <Eramer. Melissa@epa.gov>; Fine, Philip
<Fine, Philin@epa.gov>; Efron, Brent <Efron, Brent@epa.gov>; Lewis, Josh <Lewis. Josh@lens. zov>

Cc: Corrales, Mark <Corrales.Mark@epa.gov>; Curry, Bridgid <Curry. Brideid®@epa.gov>; Pritchard, Eileen
<Pritchard.Eileen@epa.gov>; Muellerleile, Caryn <Mugllerieile. Caryni@epa.gov>; Maignan, Tawanda
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<Maignan. Tawanda@epa.pov>
Subject: RE: Key Rules to OMB Report and anticipated clearance of rules currently there

Thanks, Bill — | didn’t send this and Melissa’s note Friday given that | was swamped. Please advise if Melissa’s list is still
current — wondering whether GHG reporting should be on there please? Thanks!
Vicki

From: Nickerson, William <Mickerson. Willlam@epa. gow>

Sent: Friday, January 7, 2022 10:29 AM

To: Kramer, Melissa <Kramer. Melissa@epa.gov>; Arroyo, Victoria <Arrove. Victoria@epa.gov>; Fine, Philip
<Fine.Philip@epa.gov>; Efron, Brent <Efron.Brent@epa.gov>; Lewis, Josh <Lewis. losh@epa.gov>

Cc: Corrales, Mark <Corrates. Mark@spa.gov>; Curry, Bridgid <Curry. Brideid@epa.gow>; Pritchard, Eileen
<Pritchard. Eileen@ena.gov>; Muellerleile, Caryn <Mugllerisile. Carvini@ena, sov>; Maignan, Tawanda
<Maignan. Tawanda@epa.pov>

Subject: Key Rules to OMB Report and anticipated clearance of rules currently there

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

From: Kramer, Melissa <Kramer.Melissai@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, January 05, 2022 11:30 AM

To: Arroyo, Victoria <Arroyn. Victorafena.gov>; Fine, Philip <Fine, Philip@epa.gov>; Efron, Brent
<Efren.Brent@ena. gov>; Lewis, Josh <Lewis Joshi@epa.gov>

Cc: Corrales, Mark <Corrales. Marki@ena.gov>; Curry, Bridgid <Curry. Bridsid@epa.gov>; Nickerson, William
<Mickerson Willlam&epa.gov>; Pritchard, Eileen <Pritchard. Elleen®@epa. gov>; Muellerleile, Caryn
<Muellerieile Caryn®epa,.gov>; Maignan, Tawanda <Maignan. Tawanda @epa.gov>

Subject: Key Rules to OMB Report

Attached is the latest key rules to OMB report, providing only a subset of the rules expected to go to OMB in the next
two months.

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Melissa Kramer, Associate Director, Regulatory Management Division

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Office of Policy | Office of Regulatory and Policy Management
3506 WIC North Building

1200 Pennsylvania Ave. NW (MC 1803A)

Washington, DC 20460
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Office: (202) 564-8497
Cell: (202) 731-5661
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Message

From: Goffman, Joseph [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=23474D598E8DAEDFAS2 14A5991F2935B-GOFFMAN, JO]

Sent: 1/17/2022 10:14:52 PM

To: Campbell, Ann [Campbell. Ann@epa.gov]

Subject: FW: in preparation for a meeting with OMB in early February

Attachments: Actions projected to go to OMB by April 30.docx; Actions that were included in the Fail 2021 Regulatory Plan.xlsx

Flagging since it came in Friday AM. Assume you are on the case. Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Nickerson, William <Nickerson.William@epa.gov>

Sent: Friday, January 14, 2022 2:42 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>; Fox, Radhika <Fox.Radhika@epa.gov>; Waterhouse, Carlton
<Waterhouse.Carlton@epa.gov>; Freedhoff, Michal <Freedhoff.Michal@epa.gov>; Arroyo, Victoria
<Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov>

Cc: Hofmann, Angela <Hofmann.Angela@epa.gov>; Smith, Peterj <Smith.Peterj@epa.gov>; Lousberg, Macara
<Lousberg.Macara@epa.gov>; Trombley, Michael <Trombley.Michael@epa.gov>; Campbell, Ann
<Campbell.Ann@epa.gov>; Culligan, Kevin <Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov>; Banks, Dawn <Banks.Dawn@epa.gov>; Mattick,
Richard <Mattick.Richard@epa.gov>; Muellerleile, Caryn <Muellerleile.Caryn@epa.gov>; Kramer, Melissa
<Kramer.Melissa@epa.gov>; Curry, Bridgid <Curry.Bridgid@epa.gov>; Sughrue, Karen <Sughrue.Karen@epa.gov>;
Corrales, Mark <Corrales.Mark@epa.gov>; Maignan, Tawanda <Maighan.Tawanda@epa.gov>; Pritchard, Eileen
<Pritchard.Eileen@epa.gov>; Lewis, Josh <Lewis.Josh@epa.gov>

Subject: in preparation for a meeting with OMB in early February

Hello —

OMB has requested to meet with EPA in early February to get a preview of the actions we will soon be sending for
interagency review and to discuss regulatory priorities for 2022. In order to begin preparing for the meeting we have
created the attached documents, based on information currently in EAMS.

The attached Word document provides information on actions that are expected to go to OMB for review between now
and April 30, 2022. Please examine this list and make sure it is complete. If dates need to be added or changed, or
information about deadlines needs to be revised, please make the updates in EAMS. This list includes actions that we
anticipate could be reviewed by OMB even if they have not yet been formally deemed significant under EO 12866. You'll
notice that the document also contains a column for the reason and duration for any expedited reviews. Please use this
column in the Word document to indicate if we intend to request expedited review, and if so, the duration of and reason
for the expedited review.

The attached Excel document includes the list of actions EPA identified as regulatory priorities in the Fall Regulatory
Plan. Please update this file by adding or deleting actions to reflect current regulatory priorities for 2022.

Please ask that your staff make any necessary updates to EAMS by January 25th. If you or your staff have any questions,
please let me or Caryn Muellerleile know and we would be happy to assist.

Thank you in advance for your help.
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Bill

William (Bili} Nickerson

Director, Office of Regulatory Policy and Management
Office of Policy

Phone: (202) 566-0326
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Message

From: Goffman, Joseph [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=23474D598E8D4EDFAS2 14A5991F2935B-GOFFMAN, JO]

Sent: 1/21/2022 2:12:16 AM

To: Campbell, Ann [Campbell. Ann@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: can you send

Thank you so much for going the extra mile on this, Ann. Have a good evening.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Campbell, Ann <Campbell. Ann@epa.gov>
Sent: Thursday, January 20, 2022 9:06 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: can you send

Yes, Ben sent me the dates. | added EtO using the dates in the tracker and made changes to the oil and gas language.
Ann (Campbell) Ferrio
Chief of Staff

Office of Air and Radiation
(202) 566-1370

On Jan 20, 2022, at 9:03 PM, Goffman, Joseph <Goffman Josephi@ epa.gov> wrote:

This ready to go?

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Campbell, Ann <Campbell Anni@epa.gov>
Sent: Thursday, January 20, 2022 8:59 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman losesh@epa. gov>
Subject: RE: can you send

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Ann (Campbell) Ferrio

Chief of Staff

EPA/Office of Air and Radiation
Office: 202 566 1370

From: Goffman, Joseph

Sent: Thursday, January 20, 2022 7:43 PM

To: Zaidi, Ali A. EOP/WHO i Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) | Cassady, Alison <Cassady, Alison@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: can you send

On it’s way. Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Zaidi, Ali A. EOP/WHO Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP)
Sent: Thursday, January 20, 2022 7:41 PM

To: Cassady, Alison <Cassady. alison@apagov>

Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Goffrman. oseph@epa. gov>
Subject: Re: can you send

Thank you! And oar too if you have it!
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On Jan 20, 2022, at 7:28 PM, Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alison@epa.gov> wrote:

Office of Land and Emergency Management

Let me know if you want more info on any of these

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Alison L. Cassady

Deputy Chief of Staff for Policy

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Cell: (202) 941-6036

From: Cassady, Alison

Sent: Thursday, January 20, 2022 4:10 PM

To: Zaidi, Ali A. EOP/WHO { Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP)
Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Goffrman. Joseph@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: can you send

Office of Water

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Alison L. Cassady

Deputy Chief of Staff for Policy

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Cell: (202) 941-6036

From: Zaidi, Ali A. EOP/WHO < Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) :
Sent: Thursday, January 20, 2022 11:19 AM

To: Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alison@epa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.oseph@epa.pov>
Subject: can you send

The list we discussed yesterday — in whatever rough form? Would really be helpful. TY

Ali A, Zaidi
Deputy National Climate Advisor and Deputy Assistant to the President
i Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i
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Message

From: Goffman, Joseph [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=23474D598E8D4EDFA9214A5991F2935B-GOFFMAN, JO]
Sent: 1/26/2022 11:18:06 PM

To: Arroyo, Victoria [Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov]
Subject: RE: Just left you a voicemail re MATS
Of course.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Arroyo, Victoria <Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, January 26, 2022 6:17 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Just left you a voicemail re MATS

Can we connect right after this please?

From: Goffman, Joseph <GoffmanJoseph@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, January 26, 2022 6:09 PM

To: Arroyo, Victoria <Arrove. Victoria@epa,.goy>; Culligan, Kevin <Culligan. Kevin@epa, gow>

Cc: Hooper, Daniel <hoopsr. danieli@epa.gov>; Kim, Eunjung <kim. Eun@spa.zoy>; Carbonell, Tomas
<Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov>; Campbell, Ann <Campbell Ann@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: Just left you a voicemail re MATS

Voicemail to Jason: don’t hold formal clearance until Friday AM, and please tell staff that they should/can clear when
ready even if the NPRM comes off the dashboard Thursday evening or Friday morning. Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Goffman, Joseph

Sent: Wednesday, January 26, 2022 6:06 PM

To: 'Schwartz, Jason A. EOP/OMB'-E Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP)
Subject: Just left you a voicemail re MATS

Should be self-explanatory, but call if you need to after you listen to it. Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
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Message

From: Goffman, Joseph [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=23474D598E8D4EDFA9214A5991F2935B-GOFFMAN, JO]
Sent: 1/27/2022 1:52:16 PM

To: Utech, Dan [Utech.Dan@epa.gov]; Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov]
cC: Arroyo, Victoria [Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov]
Subject: RE: Admin wants to do MATS monday

Just talked to Vicki. We should be good. Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>

Sent: Thursday, January 27, 2022 8:48 AM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov>
Cc: Arroyo, Victoria <Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov>

Subject: Admin wants to do MATS monday
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Message

From: Goffman, Joseph [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=23474D598E8DA4EDFAS2 14A5991F2935B-GOFFMAN, JO]

Sent: 1/27/2022 10:38:53 PM

To: Utech, Dan [Utech.Dan@epa.gov]

Subject: Power Plants -- Latest deck and deck we used last August

Attachments: CAA 111 GHG EGU Policy Briefing OAR 01.26.22.pptx; Power Sector Overview 081721.pptx

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ED_006533_00000199-00001



EPA-HQ-2021-5551

Message

From: Goffman, Joseph [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=23474D598E8D4EDFA9214A5991F2935B-GOFFMAN, JO]
Sent: 1/29/2022 3:44:52 PM

To: Hamilton, Lindsay [Hamilton.Lindsay@epa.gov]

cC: Cassady, Alison [Cassady.Alison@epa.gov]; Utech, Dan [Utech.Dan@epa.gov]; Carbonell, Tomas
[Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: Release for Monday - MATS

Attachments: MATS PR 1.28.22 final draft LHv2 mdh jg tc jg.docx

Combining Tomas’ and my edits. Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton.Lindsay@epa.gov>

Sent: Saturday, January 29, 2022 9:55 AM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>

Cc: Cassady, Alison <Cassady.Alison@epa.gov>; Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas
<Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Release for Monday - MATS

Joe — | agree, it doesn’t really work to rearrange it the way they are asking to, so I’'m happy to push back there
as | was already inclined to do so, and | think your other edits to their edits are minor and manageable.

Tomas — do you have more coming?

Thanks!
Lindsay

From: Goffman, Joseph <GoffmanJoseph@epa.gov>

Sent: Saturday, January 29, 2022 9:41 AM

To: Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton. Lindsayi@epa.goy>

Cc: Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alilsoniepa.gov>; Utech, Dan <Uisch.Dani@spa.goy>; Carbonell, Tomas
<Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Release for Monday - MATS

My two cents.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton. Lindsay@epa gov>
Sent: Saturday, January 29, 2022 8:53 AM
To: Goffman, Joseph <Gaffman. oseshd@epa. gov>
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Cc: Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Allsonftepa.gov>; Utech, Dan <Uitech.Dani@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas
<Carbonell Tomas@ena.gov>
Subject: Re: Release for Monday - MATS

I'd like to have it wrapped up by tomorrow afternoon. I'll hold on making updates until | hear back from you.
We've been asked to issue at 3pm or after, DOI is rolling our news Monday AM {orphan wells).

Sent from my iPhone

On Jan 28, 2022, at 7:19 PM, Goffman, Joseph <Goffman. Josephi@epa.gov> wrote:

Thanks, Lindsay. Adding Tomas to whom | sent the draft separately. | have a couple of concerns, which | articulated to
Tomas for his counsel. | wouldn’t mind taking a bit of time to look at this. When is our deadline?

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton.Lindsay@epa.gov>

Sent: Friday, January 28, 2022 6:51 PM

To: Cassady, Alison <Casszdy. Alison@epa.gov>; Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan®@epa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph
<Gotfman.Josenh@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: Release for Monday - MATS

White House sent back edits on the MATS release. Comms conferred with Ali.
They want to highlight science. | can clean these up and recirculate, just wanted to share quickly.

Thanks,
Lindsay
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Message

From: Goffman, Joseph [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=23474D598E8D4EDFA9214A5991F2935B-GOFFMAN, JO]
Sent: 9/11/2021 7:14:09 PM

To: Cassady, Alison [Cassady.Alison@epa.gov]; Nunez, Alejandra [Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov]; Carbonell, Tomas
[Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov]

CC: Campbell, Ann [Campbell.Ann@epa.gov]; Kim, Eunjung [Kim.Eun@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: Action Needed: National Climate Strategy Next Steps

Attachments: Power Sector Overview 08 21 21.pptx

The new reg agenda may not have picked up everything we're doing on vehicles per the August 5 EO. I'm also attaching
a recent slide deck on power plants in case the reg agenda fails to cover the full time long-term time span. Thanks,
again.

Joseph Goffman

Acting Assistant Administrator

Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Goffman, Joseph

Sent: Saturday, September 11, 2021 2:47 PM

To: Cassady, Alison <Cassady.Alison@epa.gov>; Nunez, Alejandra <Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas
<Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov>

Cc: Campbell, Ann <Campbell. Ann@epa.gov>; Kim, Eunjung <Kim.Eun@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Action Needed: National Climate Strategy Next Steps

Thank you very much, Alison.

Joseph Goffman

Acting Assistant Administrator

Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Cassady, Alison <Cassady, Alison@epa.gov>

Sent: Saturday, September 11, 2021 2:46 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Gaffman. joseph@ epa.gow>; Nunez, Alejandra <Munez.Alslandra@epa.govw>; Carbonell, Tomas
<Carbonell Tomas@epa.gov>

Cc: Campbell, Ann <Camphell Annflepa.gov>; Kim, Eunjung <Kim.Eun@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Action Needed: National Climate Strategy Next Steps

| can handle #1. I'll send Sonia what we have and let her know that more will be coming.
Thanks!

Alison L. Cassady

Deputy Chief of Staff for Policy

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Cell: (202) 941-6036

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffmarn doseph@epa. gov>
Sent: Saturday, September 11, 2021 2:44 PM
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To: Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alison@epa.zov>; Nunez, Alejandra <MNunez. Aleiandra@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas
<Carbonell Tomas@ena.gov>

Cc: Campbell, Ann <Campbell Ann@epa gov>; Kim, Eunjung <kim. Eun@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Action Needed: National Climate Strategy Next Steps

We put this template out to the 5 OAR Offices to fill in. Tomas and | will have to chase their responses down, and | will
put a reminder email out to them now.

Taking your graciously volunteering to handle question number 1 at face value | will ask for a focus on number 2, but
please do let me know if you need anything as you put number 1 together. I'll be around until 5 today and all day and
evening tomorrow.

Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Acting Assistant Administrator

Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alison@epa.gov>

Sent: Saturday, September 11, 2021 2:32 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffriian losesh@epa.gov>; Nunez, Alejandra <Munez Alelandra@epa gov>; Carbonell, Tomas
<Carbonell Tomas@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: Action Needed: National Climate Strategy Next Steps

Hi all,

I was hoping you’d had “time” to tackle this. If not, | am 99% sure | can answer the first question using the new
regulatory agenda but | could use some help with the 2" question, where you could highlight key voluntary programs.
Let me know!

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Thanks,
Alison

Alison L. Cassady

Deputy Chief of Staff for Policy

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Cell: (202) 341-6036

From: Cassady, Alison

Sent: Tuesday, September 7, 2021 10:30 AM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman. loseph@epa. gov>; Nunez, Alejandra <Munez.Alelandra@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas
<Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov>

Cc: Utech, Dan <itech. Dandlepa.gov>

Subject: Action Needed: National Climate Strategy Next Steps

Hi guys,
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

By £O8B September 14, can you please help fill out this form for items related to OAR? 'm hopeful it won’t actually take
that long.

Priorities for DAR’s response:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Alison L. Cassady

Deputy Chief of Staff for Policy

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Cell: (202) 941-6036

From: MacHardy, Sonia Aggarwal R. EOP/WHO Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i

Sent: Friday, September 3, 2021 12:55 PM

To: Laura daniel-davis@ios.doigov; Robert Bonnie, USDA <Robert. Bonnie@usda.gov>; kevin bush@hud goy;
laura.schiller @dot gov; tarak.shah®ha.doe.gov; Cassady, Alison <Cassady Alisoni@ena.gov>; Porfilio, Jaclyn (Federal
<iPorfilio@doc.gov>; Karen Hyun - NOAA Federal <karen.hyvun@noaa.gov>; Feldman, Stefanie G. EOP/WHO

i Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) ‘English, Leandra EOP/WHO < Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) INakagawa, Melanie
Y. EOP/NSCi__Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i vahlsing, Candace M. EOP/OMB

P Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) Schory, Daniel K. EOP/OMB! Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) | Lee-Ashley, Matt
G. EOP/CEQ} Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) 5 Shulman, Sophie (OST <Sophie.Shulman@dot.gov>; Utech, Dan
<Utech.Dan®epa.gov>; Lal, Bhavya (HQ-IAD00 <bhavya.lal@nasa.gov>;, Ramamurti, Bharat R. EOP/WHO

i Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i Koizumi, Kei EOP/OSTP

Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) {Ramoncita.C.Martinez Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP)

Randolph.alles@ha.dhs.gzov; Bryan, Joseph SES SD <joseph Bryvan@sd. mil>; Rachel Heron? @usdoigoy;

Mavak Rai@rdolsoy; Donna. Harris-Alkers @ ed.gov; sonal.larsen@asa.gov; Arsenio. Mateka@hhs.soyv;

Rachel levine@hhs.zov; Rick Duke, SPEC <DukeRD@state gov>; Catherins Wollram@treasury.goy; Yohannes, Meron
(Federal <tMYohannes@doc. gov>; lupe.morales@hg.dhs.zov; Murren, Jack CIV SD <lack.murren@sd.mil>; Sargrad, Scott
<Scotl.Sargragd@ed.pov>; Hickey, Mike J. EOP/OMB Ex. 8 Personal Privacy (PP) »; Zepeda, Elizabeth G

<Zelman Allison.1@dolgov>; Grant, Eva B. EOP/CEQ; Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) }; Kidd, Richard G IV SES OSD OUSD A-S
(USA <richard.g kidd6. civ@mailmil>; John Morton@reasury.gov; Fisher, Megan (HHS/OASH <iiezan Fisher@hhs.gov>;
Cox, Alexander N. EOP/WHO: Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) iAguilera, Allie <Allie.Aguilera@ed gov>; Gallegos,

Justina W. EOP/WHO: Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) Mclaurin, Juschelle D. EOP/CEQ,{ Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP)

TOZIER, KATHLEEN <kathilesn.toxier@ha.dhs.gov>; Tuckett, Gayle <Gavie. Tuckstt@ida hhs.gov>; SUNSTEIN, CASS
<gass.sunsiein@ho.dhs.gov>
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Cc: Ali Zaidi | Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i Carlock, Gregory T. EOP/WHO<§ Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) >; Roque
Sanchez! Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) iThomas, Maggie M. EOP/WHO < Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i
Menzelos, Arianna C. EOP/WHO i Ex. 6 Perslonal Pri\;acy (PP)

Subject: National Climate Strategy next steps

Dear Colleagues,

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Many thanks.

sonia aggarwal

: Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) E
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Message

From: Goffman, Joseph [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=23474D598E8D4EDFA9214A5991F2935B-GOFFMAN, JO]
Sent: 1/31/2022 2:13:09 AM

To: Laverdiere, Maria [Laverdiere.Maria@epa.gov]; Dunham, Sarah [Dunham.Sarah@epa.gov]; Utech, Dan
[Utech.Dan@epa.gov]; Cassady, Alison [Cassady.Alison@epa.gov]
CC: Niebling, William [Niebling. William@epa.gov]; Grundler, Christopher [grundler.christopher@epa.gov]; Newberg,

Cindy [Newberg.Cindy@epa.gov}]; Bunker, Byron [bunker.byron@epa.gov]; Birnbaum, Rona
[Birnbaum.Rona@epa.gov]; Gunning, Paul [Gunning.Paul@epa.gov]
Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

And especially thanks to OCIR and the OAR teams that pulled together over the weekend.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiere.Maria@epa.gov>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 9:04 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>; Dunham, Sarah <Dunham.Sarah@epa.gov>; Utech, Dan
<Utech.Dan@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady.Alison@epa.gov>

Cc: Niebling, William <Niebling.William@epa.gov>; Grundler, Christopher <grundler.christopher@epa.gov>; Newberg,
Cindy <Newberg.Cindy@epa.gov>; Bunker, Byron <bunker.byron@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Thanks Joe, and thanks all for your help on this!

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 8:03 PM

To: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiers Marin@ena.gov>; Dunham, Sarah <Dunham Sarah@ena.20v>; Utech, Dan
<iltsch.Dan@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alison@epa. gov>

Cc: Niebling, William <Niebling Willlamm @ ena.gov>; Grundler, Christopher <grundler.christopher@epa.gov>; Newberg,
Cindy <MNswbere. Cindyvi@epa.gov>; Bunker, Byron <kunker.bvron@epa gow>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

| think this language is good. Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Laverdiere, Maria <Lavardiers Maria@epa. gov>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 7:41 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Gofiman.loseph@epa.gov>; Dunham, Sarah <Dunham Sarah@epa.gov>; Utech, Dan
<Utech.Dan@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady, Alisoni@epa.gov>

Cc: Niebling, William <Miebling. Willlam @& epa.gov>; Grundler, Christopher <grundier.christopher@epa.gov>; Newberg,
Cindy <Newberg. Cindy@epa.goy>; Bunker, Byron <bunker.byron@epa, gow>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act
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Agreed we should absolutely send honest feedback to E&C. We just need to put together the formal written language
we are comfortable sending out. I've combined what William put together with some of what Sarah shared (which was
very helpful, thank you Sarah!)

Can folks please provide feedback on the following {pulled together based on the discussion so far)? Happy to add or
make edits based on further discussion.

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 5:52 PM

To: Dunham, Sarah <Runham.Sarah@epa.goy>; Utech, Dan <Utech. Dan®@epa.pov>; Cassady, Alison

<Cassady Allson@epa.gov>

Cc: Niebling, William <Niebling Willlamm P ena.gov>; Grundler, Christopher <grundier.christopher@epa.gov>; Laverdiere,
Maria <Laverdiers Maria@epa.gov>; Newberg, Cindy <Mewbsrs Cindy&epa.gov>; Bunker, Byron
<bunker.byron@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Adding Dan and Alison for awareness.

Sent from my iPhone

On Jan 30, 2022, at 5:49 PM, Dunham, Sarah <Dunham.Sarah@epa.govy> wrote:

Byron’s take is below:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
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From: Niebling, William <Misbiing Willam@epa. gov>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 5:25 PM

To: Dunham, Sarah <Runham.Sarah@epa.zov>; Grundler, Christopher <grundier.christopher@epa, gow>

Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Goffiman doseph@ ena.gov>; Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiere Maria@epa,.gov>; Newberg, Cindy
<Mewberg Uindy@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

From: Dunham, Sarah <Dunham. Sarah@ena.gov>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 5:23 PM

To: Niebling, William <Riebling Willlam&epa.gov>; Grundler, Christopher <grundler.christophsr@epa.gov>

Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Goffrman. Joseph@epa.gov>; Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiers Maria@epa.gov>; Newberg, Cindy
<Newberg Cindv@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

| am unaware of any concern, or problem, that is addressed/solved by this language.

From: Niebling, William <Misbiing Willam@epa. gov>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 5:12 PM

To: Grundler, Christopher <grundier. christopher@epa.gov>

Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman joseph@ena. zov>; Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiers Maria@spa.gov>; Newberg, Cindy
<Mewberg Uindy@epa.gov>; Dunham, Sarah <Dunham. Sarah@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

On Jan 30, 2022, at 4:43 PM, Grundler, Christopher <grundier. christopher@epa.gov> wrote:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Christopher Grundler, Director

Office of Atmospheric Programs

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(202) 343-9140 (Office)

(734) 645-5221 (Mobile})

On Jan 30, 2022, at 4:39 PM, Goffman, Joseph <GoffmanJosephi@ epa.goy> wrote:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
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From: Grundler, Christopher <grundier.christopher@epa.gow>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 4:36 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffimarn. loseph@ epa. gov>

Cc: Laverdiere, Maria <Lzverdiers. Mariaf@epa, gov>; Niebling, William <Migbling Willlam@eapa.gov>; Newberg, Cindy
<Mewberg Uindy@epa.gov>; Dunham, Sarah <Dunham. Sarah@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Christopher Grundler, Director

Office of Atmospheric Programs

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(202) 343-9140 (Office)

(734) 645-5221 (Mobile)

On Jan 30, 2022, at 4:17 PM, Goffman, Joseph <Goffman Jossph@epa. gov> wrote:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiere. Maria@lepa.gov>
Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 4:05 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman. oseph@spa.gov>

Cc: Niebling, William <Miebling. Willlam@&epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Thank you, Joe. | know a lot of these issues have been in the Air team’s domain especially. Appreciate all that you and
your team have pulled together in response to these requests.

| just received another question regarding an amendment that has come in on the billé Ex. 5§ Deliberative Process (DP)

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffmar doseph@epa.govw>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 3:35 PM

To: Laverdiere, Maria <Lavsrdisre Maria@epa.gov>

Cc: Niebling, William <Niabling Willlam@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Wwill do.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Laverdiere, Maria <} averdiers Maria@®ena. gov>
Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 3:33 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Gaffman. oseshd@epa. gow>

Cc: Niebling, William <Niabling Willlam@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Thanks Joe,

This did come back with questions. | will share the additional feedback you have provided, but could you run their below
questions [in blue] by your team as well?

For the Air team specifically, they asked for the following clarification:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Thanks for your help on this,
Maria

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman Joseph@epa.gov>
Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 3:12 PM

ED_006533_00000231-00005




EPA-HQ-2021-5551

To: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdisre Maria@epa.gov>
Cc: Niebling, William <Niebling Willlam@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Sorry this is late, but just in case they come back with questions about how to address some of the points we raised,
notably about HFCs and other non-CO2 gases, this might help:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Laverdiere, Maria <jLaverdiere MarkaiBepa.gov>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 2:29 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffiman. loseph@ epa.gov>; Kasman, Mark <Kasman.Mark@epa.gov>; Utech, Dan
<itech.Dan@epa gov>; Niebling, William <Migbling Willlam®&epa.goy>; Dunham, Sarah <Dunham. Sarah@epa.gow>
Cc: Nishida, Jane <Mishida lane@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady Alison@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Thanks very much to all of you on this chain and everyone on your team who helped pull this feedback together in such
short order and over a weekend.

Attached is the compilation of comments, which | will share with HEC per their TA request.

Very grateful for your time and expertise,
Maria
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From: Goffman, Joseph <GoffmanJoseph@epa.gov>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 11:58 AM

To: Kasman, Mark <Kasman. Mark@ epa.gov>; Utech, Dan <Utech. Dani@epa.gov>; Niebling, William
<Migbling, WilllamBepa.gov>

Cc: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiere Maria@epa.gov>; Nishida, Jane <Nishida Jane @eps.gov>; Cassady, Alison
<Cassady. Alison@epa.pov>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

One more instaliment from OAR:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Tomas and | are about to do a couple of hours of stakeholder calls ahead of the MATS proposal announcement
tomorrow, so we may not be able to respond to anything again until mid-afternoon.

Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Goffman, Joseph

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 10:55 AM

To: Kasman, Mark <Kasman. Mark@epa.gov>; Utech, Dan <Uisch.Dani@spa.gov>; Niebling, William
<Migbling, Willlam®epa.gov>

Cc: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiers, Maria@epa.gov>; Nishida, Jane <Nishida lane@epa.zov>; Cassady, Alison
<Cassady Alison@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Here's another installment from OAR per Cindy Newberg, which goes beyond the jurisdictional question presented in
the TA:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Joseph Goffman
Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

ED_006533_00000231-00007



EPA-HQ-2021-5551

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Kasman, Mark <Kasman. Mark@ ena.gov>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 10:34 AM

To: Utech, Dan <itech.Dan@epa.gov>; Niebling, William <Nighling. Willlam @epa. gov>

Cc: Goffman, Joseph <GoffmanJdosephi@ epa.gov>; Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdisre Maria@epa.gov>; Nishida, Jane
<Mishida. laneBepa.goy>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alison@@epa.gon>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Dan,

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Thanks for the opportunity to review.

Mark

From: Utech, Dan <itech.Dan@epa.gov>

Sent: Saturday, January 29, 2022 8:34 PM

To: Niebling, William <pigbling Willlam®epa gov>

Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Gotfrman Joseph@epa.gov>; Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiers Maria@epa.gov>; Kasman, Mark
<KasmanMark®@epa.gov>; Nishida, Jane <Nishida Jane@ epa.gow>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alison@spa,gov
Subject: Re: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

I'm interested in OITA’s views.

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

On Jan 29, 2022, at 8:08 PM, Niebling, William <Nisbiing. Willlam &spa.gov> wrote:

Here's my views informed in part from doing climate and foreign aid stuff for SFRC once upon a time:
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

From: Goffman, Joseph <Guffman Jossph@epa.zov>

Sent: Saturday, January 29, 2022 7:42 PM

To: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdisre Maria@epa.gov>; Kasman, Mark <Kasman. Mark@epa.zov>; Nishida, Jane
<Mishidaans@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alisondepa. gov>

Cc: Utech, Dan <Utech. Dani@epa.gov>; Niebling, William <iishling William@ena. sow>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Will do.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdisre. Maria@lepa.gov>

Sent: Saturday, January 29, 2022 7:29 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman. oseph@spa.gov>; Kasman, Mark <Kasman. Marki@ epa.gov>; Nishida, Jane
<Mishida. jane@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady Alison@epa,gov>

Cc: Utech, Dan <itech.Daniepa.gov>; Niebling, William <Miebling. Willam@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Thanks Joe.

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman. Joseph@epa.gov>

Sent: Saturday, January 29, 2022 6:39 PM

To: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiers Marin@sna gov>; Kasman, Mark <Kasman Mark@epa.gov>; Nishida, Jane
<Mishida. jane@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady Alison@epa,gov>
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Cc: Utech, Dan <itech.Daniepa.gov>; Niebling, William <Miebling Willam @epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiers Maria@epa.gov>

Sent: Saturday, January 29, 2022 6:04 PM

To: Kasman, Mark <Kasman.Mark@epa.gov>; Nishida, Jane <Nishida Jane@epa gov>; Cassady, Alison
<Cassady Alison@epa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.loseph@epa.gov>

Cc: Utech, Dan <Utech. Dani@epa.zov>; Niebling, William <iNisbling William@ena.gow>

Subject: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

importance: High

Hi all,

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Thank you for your quick assistance,
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Maria Laverdiere

Deputy Associate Administrator for Congressional Affairs
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Cell: (202) 961-6570

Pronouns: She/her/hers
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Message

From: Goffman, Joseph [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=23474D598E8DA4EDFAS214A5991F2935B-GOFFMAN, JO]

Sent: 2/1/2022 3:44:37 PM

To: i Ex. 6 Administrator Regan i]; Hamilton, Lindsay [Hamilton.Lindsay@epa.gov]

cC: Utech, Dan [Utech.Dan@epa.gov]; Cassady, Alison [Cassady.Alison@epa.gov]; McCabe, Janet
[McCabe.Janet@epa.gov]; Lucey, John [Lucey.John.D@epa.gov]; Lamy, Kendra [Lamy.Kendra@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: MATS Clips

Team! Team! Team! Break!

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: | Ex. 6 Administrator Regan

Sent: Tuesday, February 1, 2022 10:37 AM

To: Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton.Lindsay@epa.gov>

Cc: Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady.Alison@epa.gov>; McCabe, Janet
<McCabe.Janet@epa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>; Lucey, John <Lucey.John.D@epa.gov>; Lamy,
Kendra <Lamy.Kendra@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: MATS Clips

Thank you ... great job everyone, especially to Joe for giving us something to celebrate. Good day for EPA and clean air.

Sent from my iPhone

On Feb 1, 2022, at 9:51 AM, Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton.Lindsay@epa,gov> wrote:

MATS clips roundup.

AP: EPA restores rule to limit power-plant mercury emissions
hrios:/fannews.comfarticle/business-health-environment-and-nature-donald-trump-environment-
315852020843 bbeceTellib4a5e 134257

Bloomberg: Power Plant Mercury Limits Get Legal Underpinnings Restored
hitos://mews. bloomberglaw, com/fenvironment-and-energy/mercurv-air-rules-get-restored-legal-bogst-under-
ena-nroposal

CNN: EPA to bring back mercury pollution rules that were nixed under Trump administration
httos/fveww . onn.com/2022/01/3  nolitics/epa-mercurv-polution-coal-nlants-climate//index himl

E&E News: Biden admin moves to slash air toxics, boost clean energy
hitns:/ fwww, eenews.net/articles/biden-admin-moves-to-siash-air-toxics-boost-clean-ener

Law360: EPA Floats Stabilizing Mercury Emissions Rule
hitos:/ fwww law3s80.com/artices/ 1460408 /ena-Hloats-stabilizing-mercurv-emissions-rule
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Reuters: U.S. EPA moves to advance mercury and air toxics rule
hitps:/ fwww, reuters.com/world fus/us-ena-moves-advance-mercury-gir-toxics-rule- 202 2-01-31

The Hill: Biden administration proposes restoration of power plant rules undermined by Trump
hitos:/ /thehilleom/oolicy/energy-environment/ 592 133 -biden-gadministration-proposes-to-restore-legal-
basiz-for-nower

NYT: Biden Administration to Reinstate Mercury Poliution Rules Weakened Under Trump
Mrtos: fweww nvtimes. com/2022/01 /31 /climate/eps-mercurv-nollution-coal htmi

WaPo: EPA affirms its right to limit mercury from power plants, as part of Biden’s broader push to curb
climate pollution
hitos:/Swww washingtonpost.com/olimate-enviranment/2022/01/3 / mercurv-power-plants-epa-cimate/

WSJ: EPA Moves to Restore Obama-Era Rules on Power Plants
httos/ Aveww o wshcom/farticles/epa-moves-to-restore-ochama-gra-rules-on-power-planis- 11643664589

+++

AP: EPA restores rule to limit power-plant mercury emissions
hitos:/fepnews.com/erticle/business-health-environment-and-nature-donald-trump-environment-
31B5202¢843bbece7e08540501 3d25 7

By Matthew Daly

WASHINGTON (AP) — In yet another reversal of a Trump-era action, the Environmental Protection Agency
said Monday it will resume enforcement of a rule that limits power plant emissions of mercury and other
hazardous pollutants.

The EPA action restores a 2012 rule imposed under President Barack Obama that was credited with curbing
mercury’s devastating neurological damage to children and prevented thousands of premature deaths while
reducing the risk of heart attacks and cancer, among other public health benefits.

“Sound science makes it clear that we need to limit mercury and toxins in the air to protect children and
vulnerable communities from dangerous pollution,” EPA Administrator Michael Regan said in a statement.
“EPA is committed to aggressively reducing pollution from the power sector so that all people, regardless of
ZIP code or amount of money in their pocket, can breathe clean air and live healthy and productive lives.”

The action is another example of the Biden administration reinstating environmental protections loosened under
President Donald Trump.

President Joe Biden has set a goal to make the U.S. electricity sector carbon-neutral by 2035, but a sweeping,
$555 billion plan to promote clean energy such as wind and solar power remains stalled in Congress, following
an objection by Sen. Joe Manchin, D-W.Va.

Even without legislation, Biden can pursue his climate agenda through rules and regulations. But those can be
undone by subsequent presidents, as demonstrated by the mercury rule and other environmental actions taken
under Trump.

The EPA has announced a series of regulatory actions under Regan, including a plan to impose stronger limits

on tailpipe emissions from cars and trucks and tighten restrictions on emissions of methane, a leading
contributor to global warming.
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The Interior Department also has announced approval of large-scale solar projects in California and other states
and backed major offshore wind projects along the East Coast.

Still, Biden’s agenda remains at risk and could be jeopardized further by a Supreme Court case scheduled to be
heard in late February. Justices will hear arguments in a case brought by West Virginia that could undercut
EPA’s ability to regulate greenhouse gas emissions from coal-fired power plants under the Clean Air Act.

The Trump administration gutted the mercury rule on power plants in 2020, saying the earlier rule amounted to
regulatory overreach that imposed undue harm on the power sector. Andrew Wheeler, the former coal lobbyist
who headed the EPA under Trump, said the 2020 action balanced the rule’s cost to utilities with public safety.

In reversing that decision, the EPA said the Trump-era action was “based on a fundamentally flawed
interpretation of the Clean Air Act that improperly ignored or undervalued vital health benefits from reducing
hazardous air pollution from power plants.”

Based on a thorough review of the benefits, the “reasonable costs of controls” and other factors, “EPA is
proposing to reaffirm that it is appropriate and necessary to regulate emissions of hazardous air pollutants from
coal- and oil-fired power plants,” the agency said.

Environmental groups welcomed the change, which they had been urging for months.

“EPA has a clear authority and responsibility to protect Americans from mercury and other toxic pollution from
power plants, and today’s finding retlects that,” said Michael Panfil, a lawyer for the Environmental Defense
Fund.

The next step is to strengthen the Obama-era rule, Panfil and other environmentalists said.

“While the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards have been successful, there are still many coal plants that release
significant amounts of mercury pollution and put American families at risk,” he said.

The Obama-era rule led to what electric utilities say was an $18 billion cleanup of mercury and other toxins
from the smokestacks of coal-tired power plants.

Most coal-fired power plants have already made the technological upgrades required by the 2012 rule. A group
representing investor-owned electric companies hailed EPA’s action to restore a legal determination that the
mercury rule was appropriate and necessary.

“Since 2010, our industry has reduced its mercury emissions by more than 91%,” said Tom Kuhn, president of
the Edison Electric Institute, an industry lobbying group.

“Restoring the ‘appropriate and necessary’ finding enables electric companies to remain focused on getting the
energy we provide as clean as we can as fast as we can,” while maintaining reliability and affordability, Kuhn
said.

Coal-fired power plants are the largest single manmade source of mercury pollutants, which enter the food
chain through fish and other items that people consume.

Bloomberg: Power Plant Mercury Limits Get Legal Underpinnings Restored

httos:/ fnews. blopmberglaw.com/envirgnment-and-energy/ mercury-air-rules-get-restored-legal-boost-
ynder-epa-proposal

BY ILRMMIFER HIIAS

The Biden administration on Monday unveiled plans to restore key language that justifies mercury and air
toxics rules, establishing that emission limits for coal-fired plants are “appropriate and necessary.”

That legal finding was tossed under the Trump administration in 2020, a hotly contested move that many argued
weakened some of the most powerful clean air and water standards EPA has in its arsenal.
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“The previous administration’s attempt to undermine them was unconscionable and unlawful, and we thank
EPA for today’s proposal to correct it,” the American Academy of Pediatrics, the American Lung Association,
and other health groups said in a statement on the proposal.

The proposed rule from the Environmental Protection Agency would affirm cornerstone language of Mercury
and Air Toxics Standards, or MATS.

“EPA is committed to aggressively reducing pollution from the power sector so that all people, regardless of zip
code or amount of money in their pocket, can breathe clean air and live healthy and productive lives,”
Administrator Michael Regan said in a statement.

‘Breathe a Little Easier’

The proposal doesn’t suggest increasing the standards’ stringency, but does leave the door open for future
rulemaking. Part of the proposal calls for more information on improving costs and performance of emission
control technology, the agency said.

“Fortunately, we can now breathe a little easier knowing that EPA is sticking with what most of us know to be
true—clean air is integral to healthy communities and a thriving economy,” Senate Environment and Public
Works Committee Chairman Tom Carper (D-Del.), said in a statement.

Health groups applauded the move, and said they still want more stringent standards.

“President Biden’s EPA must now strengthen the MATS rule,” Patrick Drupp, Sierra Club Deputy Legislative
Director for Climate and Clean Air, said in a statement. “No amount of toxic pollution is acceptable in the air
we breathe, especially when there are feasible, cost effective means of protecting public health.”

Since the rule’s creation in 2012, power plant emissions of hazardous mercury pollution into the air and water
have been reduced by 86%. The emissions can lead to issues including neurological defects and cardiovascular
problems.

CNN: EPA to bring back mercury pollution rules that were nixed under Trump administration
hitos:/www enneomy/2022/0 13 Unolitics/ena-mercuev-pollution-coal-plants-cimate/indesx il

By Ella Nilsen

(CNN) — The Environmental Protection Agency announced on Monday it intends to reaffirm its authority to
regulate toxic mercury from power plant smokestacks, undoing a Trump-era rollback.

The EPA is proposing to bring back the 2012 Mercury and Air Toxics Standards rules that were first
implemented during the Obama administration. The rules require power plants to reduce pollutants, including
mercury and acid gases, which Biden administration officials say will improve public health.

Mercury is a neurotoxin with several health impacts, including its harmful effect on brain development in
children.

"Sound science makes it clear that we need to limit mercury and toxins in the air to protect children and
vulnerable communities from dangerous pollution," EPA Administrator Michael S. Regan said in a statement.
"EPA is committed to aggressively reducing pollution from the power sector so that all people, regardless of zip
code or amount of money in their pocket, can breathe clean air and live healthy and productive lives."

The Trump administration reversed the rules in May 2020, saying they were not "appropriate and necessary”
because they were too burdensome to industry.

The EPA said it is also examining whether to make the rules more stringent.

Monday's announcement is one of several racent EPA regulations targeting toxins emitted from smokestacks
and coal ash ponds. On their face, the air and wastewater rules would not regulate greenhouse gas emissions,
but they could have that effect.
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The agency faces a significant legal challenge at the US Supreme Court later this month in 3 case that
guastions its suthority to regulate greenhouse gas emissions.

"We don't have to overly rely on any one rule," Regan taid the Wall Strest Journal in a recent interview. "lt's
jooking at the full suite of authorities to maximize our ability to protect communities and public health."

The mercury rules sharply reduced mercury emissions while they were in place, according to the EPA.
Compared to 2010 levels, mercury emissions from power plants were down by 86% by 2017, five years after
the rules were implemented, according to a news release. Acid gas emissions were also down by 96%, and non-
mercury metal emissions were down by 81%.

Senate Environment and Public Works Chair Tom Carper applauded the proposed rules change.

"Every American — no matter their zip code — deserves to live in a community that is free of mercury and
other harmful air pollution,” Carper said in a statement.

The EPA will take public comment on the proposal for 60 days and plans hold a virtual public hearing on the
rules.

E&E News: Biden admin moves to slash air toxics, boost clean energy
hitns:/ fwww. eenews. et articles/biden-admin-moves-to-siash-alr-toxics-hoost-clean-ener
By Sean Reilly

For the fourth and perhaps final time, EPA today asserted its authority to regulate some of the most toxic air
releases from power plants in hopes of ending a seesaw regulatory fight that has spanned decades and once
reached the Supreme Court.

EPA’s proposed rulemaking advances the Biden administration’s climate goals and pledges to address

environmental justice and efforts to boost cleaner energy.

But with the agency’s ability to regulate power industry carbon emissions now at risk from another pending

“Sound science makes it clear that we need to limit mercury and toxins in the air to protect children and
vulnerable communities from dangerous pollution,” EPA Administrator Michael Regan said in a statement.
“EPA is committed to aggressively reducing pollution from the power sector so that all people, regardless of zip

code or amount of money in their pocket, can breathe clean air and live healthy and productive lives.”

In the newly released draft, the agency reaffirmed the legally required finding that it is “appropriate and
necessary” to limit emissions of mercury, arsenic and other hazardous pollutants from coal-fired power plants.
If made final, the proposal would reverse a Trump administration decision to scrap that finding, which laid the

foundation for seminal regulations issued a decade ago that have helped slash those emissions.

Because all major utilities have long since come into compliance with what are formally known as the Mercury
and Air Toxics Standards, the proposal will have no immediate practical impact if made final. But it could
shield the standards from a coal company lawsuit filed two years ago alleging that they should be revoked
because their legal basis no longer exists. EPA is also seeking public feedback on the option of tightening the

existing emissions limits based on advances in pollution control technology over the last decade.

In a flurry of news releases, environmental and public health groups — and even industry — swiftly applauded

the proposal and urged further action.
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“Now EPA must stay on the offensive in the fight for public health,” Earthjustice attorney Neil Gormley said.
“We look forward to working with the agency as it moves ahead to strengthen MATS and other essential clean

air rules.”

Also expressing gratitude was a top utility industry trade group that’s usually not a fan of EPA. Restoration of
the appropriate and necessary finding “enables electric companies to remain focused on getting the energy we
provide as clean as we can as fast as we can, while maintaining the reliability and affordability that our

customers value,” said Tom Kuhn, president of the Edison Electric Institute.

Power companies had opposed the Trump administration’s 2020 decision to revoke the finding for fear that it

could imperil their ability to recoup MATS compliance costs from ratepayers.

Under the 1990 Clean Air Act amendments, EPA had to formally make that determination before issuing the
standards. After the Clinton administration initially made the finding in 2000, it was revoked by the George W.

Bush administration and then reaffirmed under President Obama in 2012 and 2016.

Because mercury is a neurotoxin that can affect babies’ brain development, the Trump administration’s decision
to roll back the finding was particularly hard-fought. In justifying its decision, the Trump EPA pointed to the
original cost-benefit analysis, which found that almost all the quantitiable health gains would come from “co-
benefits” stemming from cuts in soot-forming pollutants that were not among those directly targeted by the

standards.

The contrast with the standards’ projected $9.6 billion compliance cost later caught the attention of the Supreme
Court, which in a 2015 opinion allowed the emission limits to go into effect but found that EPA should have
considered compliance expenses in making the appropriate and necessary finding. The agency reaffirmed the
finding the following year.

Law360: EPA Floats Stabilizing Mercury Emissions Rule
hitps fwwrw law 380 com/ articles/ 1450408/ ena-floats-stabilizing-mercury-emissions-rule

By Juan Carlos Rodrigues

The 1.5, Environmental Protection Azengy on Monday proposed reinstating an Obama-era legal finding —

which had been struck down by the Trump administration — that underpinned mercury emissions standards

for power plants.

EPA Administrator Michael Regan, pictured in December, said in a statement on Monday that the agency "is

committed to aggressively reducing pollution from the power sector." (AP Photo/Jacquelyn Martin, File)

In yet another important regulatory flip-flop, the EPA said health benefits stemming from 2012 mercury and
air toxics standards rule outweighed compliance costs. The finding restores the Obama administration’s
conclusion that it was "appropriate and necessary" to regulate mercury emissions for coal- and oil-fired power

plants under the Clean Air Act. That finding was a prerequisite for the actual regulations.

"Sound science makes it clear that we need to limit mercury and toxins in the air to protect children and
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vulnerable communities from dangerous poliution,”" EPA Administrator Michael Regan said in a statement
Monday. "EPA is committed to aggressively reducing pollution from the power sector so that all people,
regardless of zip code or amount of money in their pocket, can breathe clean air and live healthy and

productive lives."

The EPA under former President Donald Trump had said it was improper for the Obama administration to
consider benefits from the regulation that weren't achieved by the targeted pollutants that were the subject
of the rule. By leaving out the benefits of reducing particulate matter emissions, the Obama-era MATS rule

cost more than it helped, officials said.

The regulations themselves have never been struck down — the Trump administration chose to revoke the

"appropriate and necessary" finding but leave the rule in place. So not much will change in practice.

There were several lawsuits filed against the EPA in the wake of its decision.

Coal company Westmoreland Mining Holdings LLC used the opportunity ¢ ask the D.C. Circuit to undo the
Obama-era limits on coal-fired power plants' mercury emissions, arguing that since the legal justification for

the standards had been removed, the regulations could not stand.

Blue state attorneys general and environmental advocacy groups susd the agency over the reversal itself.

And power generators including Calping Corp. and Pugst Sound Energy also filed petitions for review of the
EPA's reversal at the D.C. Circuit.

All that litigation has been paused since the Biden administration took power in 2021.

The EPA's Monday announcement drew praise from several quarters.

Tom Kuhn, president of the Edison Eleciric instituls, an association that represents all U.S. investor-owned

electric companies, noted the group's member companies have already had the MATS rule implemented for

years.

"EEl's member companies, and the electric power industry collectively, have invested more than $18 billion to
install pollution control technologies to meet these standards," Kuhn said in a statement. "Since 2010, our
industry has reduced its mercury emissions by more than 91 percent, and we have seen a significant change in

our nation's energy mix, which is getting cleaner and cleaner every day."”

Patrick Drupp, the Sierra Club's deputy legislative director for climate and clean air, urged the EPA to go even
further.
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"President Biden's EPA must now strengthen the MATS rule,” Drupp said in a statement Monday. "No amount
of toxic pollution is acceptable in the air we breathe, especially when there are feasible, cost effective means

of protecting public health."

And John Walke, director of the clean air program at the Natural Resourses Defense Counci, said the mercury

emissions standards do have important effects.

"These safeguards work — and there's proof, if you look at the decrease in mortality, asthma and other heaith
outcomes since they first took effect in 2015," Walke said in a statement Monday. "With the Biden-Harris
administration clearing away the Trump EPA's attempted sabotage of these standards, now EPA needs to

strengthen the standards to better protect Americans and U.S. air quality."

Reuters: U.S. EPA moves to advance mercury and air toxics rule
hitos:/ Jwwew. reuters.com/world/us/us-epa-moves-advance-mercury-pir-toxics-rule- 202 2-01-31

By Valerie Volcovici

WASHINGTON, Jan 31 (Reuters) - The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency on Monday revived an Obama
administration-era legal finding that regulating hazardous air toxics and mercury from power plants is

necessary, a key step before it can strengthen those air regulations.

The move to deem the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards (MATS) "appropriate and necessary” would pave the
way for the EPA to update the power plant regulation. Power plants are the largest source of those toxic

pollutants.

Former President Donald Trump's EPA had reversed that legal finding in 2020, citing flaws in the Obama

EPA's cost-benefit analysis of the rule. That reversal gffectively weakened the MATS rule because it opened the

door to lawsuits by companies opposed to it.

“EPA is committed to aggressively reducing pollution from the power sector so that all people, regardless of zip
code or amount of money in their pocket, can breathe clean air and live healthy and productive lives,” said EPA

Administrator Michael Regan.

The new proposal would leave the current MATS unchanged but would begin the process to gather public

health information and public input it needs to strengthen the regulation.

The Obama EPA had concluded in 2012 that controlling mercury, acid gases, and other harmful pollutants
could reduce heart attacks and cancer risks and avoid neurodevelopmental delays in children justified the costs

of compliance.

The calculations used at the time, however, accounted for how pollution-control equipment at coal plants would
reduce emissions of particulate matter and other harmful substances that come out of smokestacks, in addition

to mercury.

Trump’s EPA said it believed it was inappropriate to have included the benefits of reducing emissions other

than mercury.
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"The previous administration ignored science as it attempted to turn back the clock on these protections," said

Democratic Senator Tom Carper.

The MATS rule has helped drive sharp reductions in air pollutants, according to the EPA. The agency estimates
that by 2017, mercury emissions from power plants were reduced by 86%; acid gas emissions were reduced by

96%, and non-mercury metal emissions were reduced by 81% percent compared with pre-MATS levels in 2010.

The Hill: Biden administration proposes restoration of power plant rules undermined by Trump
hitos://thehillcom/oolicy/enerpy-environment/ 592 133 -biden-gadministration-proposes-to-restore-legal-

hasis-for-nowsr

By Rache! Frazin

The Biden administration on Monday proposed restoring the legal underpinnings of power plant pollution

regulations following a Trump administration rollback.

In 2020, the Trump administration undercut a regulation known as the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards

(MATS) rule by changing its legal justification in a way that made it more vulnerable to lawsuits.

The MATS rule, in general, puts limits on how much of these toxic substances coal and oil power plants can

release into the air. Mercury is a neurotoxin that is particularly harmful to children.
Neither the 2020 rule nor Monday’s action made any changes to the Obama-era standards themselves.

Instead, the Biden administration on Monday proposed to affirm that it is “appropriate and necessary” to
regulate the emissions of these pollutants from power plants, while the Trump administration had said the

regulations were not appropriate and necessary.

“Sound science makes it clear that we need to limit mercury and toxins in the air to protect children and

vulnerable communities from dangerous pollution,” EPA Administrator Michae! Kegan said in a statement.

“EPA is committed to aggressively reducing pollution from the power sector so that all people, regardless of zip

code or amount of money in their pocket, can breathe clean air and live healthy and productive lives,” he said.

According to the EPA's website, the standards are estimated to have prevented between 4,200 and 11,000

premature deaths annually.

At the time of the rollback, critics argued that the Trump administration was working to give polluters who

The Trump administration had found that the billions in costs that compliance would impose on power
producers annually outweighs the $4 million to $6 million in benefits that the regulation would provide. The
Obama administration had found that the benefits would be worth $90 billion.

The vast discrepancy between the potential benefits came down to how they were calculated and specifically the
Trump administration’s exclusion of “co-benefits” — or indirect benefits gleaned from the rules' impact on

pollutants that are not strictly “targeted” by the rule.
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Meanwhile, Monday's proposal also indicated the Biden administration will take a second look at possibly

implementing additional regulations.

It said that it would review the Trump administration's finding that with the current standards in place, there
aren't remaining risks from the power plants' emissions of the substances in question. The outcome will be

announced in a separate action.

WaPo: EPA affirms its right to limit mercury from power plants, as part of Biden’s broader push to curb

climate pollution

hitpa:/fwww,washingtonnost.eom/chmate-envivonment/ 202 2/01/3 Umercarv-nower-nlants-ena-clHmate/

By BMuno Grandond

Biden administration officials are kicking off a crackdown on power plant pollution, aiming to shift the nation’s
electricity supply to cleaner energy in the face of congressional resistance and a Supreme Court that could limit

the federal government’s ability to tighten public health standards.

On Monday, the Environmental Protection Agency aftirmed its authority to curb mercury from smokestacks,

reversing a 2028 Trump admunistration policy. The move signals a broader effort by the administration to cut

greenhouse gases and other pollutants from U.S. power plants, which rank as the nation’s second-biggest

contributorto global warming.

President Biden has pledged ¢ make the 118, elecimicity sector carhon-neutral by 2835, but his deputies may

have to rely on their existing federal authority now that Sen. Joe Manchin III (D-W.Va.) has blocked the

wesident'y plan to provide utilities with incentives to transition faster to clean energy. And in late February, the
Supreme Court will hear arguments in a case brought by West Virginia that may undercut EPA’s ability to

regulate greenhouse gas emissions from coal-fired power plants in the future.

But EPA can pressure the nation’s dirtiest coal plants to shut down through other means, and the administration

is beginning to exercise its leverage.
“Regulations to require power producers to bear the costs of their own pollution are decades overdue,” said

Thom Cmar, an attorney with the law firm AltmanNewman who represents environmental groups.

The agency determined Monday that it is “appropriate and necessary” to limit mercury and other toxic air
pollutants from power plants. Exposure to the heavy metal — which walfts into the air from coal plants and
settles in lakes and streams and enters the food chain after being absorbed by fish — can harm brain

development in babies and cause heart disease in adults.

“Sound science makes it clear that we need to limit mercury and toxins in the air to protect children and

vulnerable communities from dangerous pollution,” EPA Administrator Michael Regan said in a statement.

The proposed legal finding does not change mercury control requirements adopted under Barack Obama, but it

health benefits EPA would consider when crafting clean air rules. And it lays the groundwork for tightening

mercury controls in the future, which Biden officials may pursue.
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Environmental Defense Fund general counsel Vickie Patton said “it’s urgent” to update those standards, arguing

that many coal plants still emit far too much mercury.

“Those standards, they’re out of date,” she said. “They need to be modernized to protect people from the most

toxic contaminants that are discharged from coal plants.”

With expensive “scrubber” technology already installed across power plants nationwide, many utilities support
restoring the underlying legal basis for limits on air toxins. Edison Electric Institute President Tom Kuhn,
whose group represents investor-owned electricity providers, said his members, “and the electric power industry
collectively, have invested more than $18 billion to install pollution control technologies to meet these

standards.”
But to meet the president’s ambitious goal to decarbonize the power sector, his team must do much more.

Later this year, the EPA plans to outline new standards for greenhouse gas emissions from existing fossil fuel
plants, which would replace the Obama-era Clean Power Plan. The Supreme Court biacked that regulation from
taking effect in 2016, and the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit struck down Trump’s

replacement rule a day before Biden took office.

But the agency will strain to craft a rule that can withstand scrutiny from an increasingly conservative Supreme

Court. Now with three Trump-appointed justices, the high court will hear s case i Februarybrought by
Republican-led states and the coal industry challenging whether the EPA has authority to limit power plants’

greenhouse gases under the Clean Air Act.

The case is unusual since the federal government does not have a policy limiting power plants’ carbon dioxide
emissions on the books.

“Normally the court would wait until they have a new rule to review,” said Carrie Jenks, executive director of
Harvard Law School’s Environmental and Energy Law Program, adding that EPA officials “obviously have to

see what the Supreme Court says. And the Supreme Court could say things that would change their timing.”
But West Virginia Attorney General Patrick Morrisey, who leads the lawsuit against the EPA, said Congress

has never given federal officials the authority to transform the way utilities produce power in the first place.

“This is a really important case for the future of our republic because it raises a number of important questions,”
he said in a recent interview. “Who do we want to make the nation’s most important, life-changing decisions?

Do we want elected representatives who are accountable to the people? Or do we want unelected bureaucrats?”

Beyond capping greenhouse gas emissions, the Biden administration is taking other steps that, when combined,

will make it more costly to burn coal and could hasten the closure of polluting power plants.

“All these hidden environmental and public health costs need to be brought back into the equation, so coal and

administration.

This fall, for instance, the EPA pians to propose a rule compelling many coal-fired plants to update filtration

systems that treat wastewater laced with arsenic and other contaminants before reaching drinking water. The
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stricter requirements would undo one of the Trump administration’sreguiatory rolthacks. At least 20 power

plants have told state regulators they may need to close or switch to natural gas if those wastewater

requirements take effect, according to the Sierra Club.

The agency is also ramping up enforcement of another power plant rule: toxic coal ash disposal. About 500

unlined surface impoundments of waste from coal combustion threaten to leach contaminants such as mercury,
cadmium and arsenic into nearby water. On Jan. 11, the EPA proposed denying requests from three power

plants — in Indiana, Iowa and Ohio — to extend the use of their coal ash sites.

“We think it’s just a matter of time” until there is a contamination problem, said Richard Hill, an activist who

lives near the Clifty Creek Power Station on the Ohio River in Indiana. “Eventually, there will be issues.”

EPA spokeswoman Lindsay Hamilton said the Biden administration is working to “identify the full range of our

regulatory tools and consider how best to apply them to address the multipollutant impacts of the power sector.”

Over the past decade, the economics of running coal plants have become harder in the face of competition from

cheaper gas-fired energy as well as wind turbines and solar farms.

Yet in pockets across the country, coal persists. One of the country’s top mercury emitters is North Dakota’s

Coal Creek Station, according to an analysis by the Environmental Defense Fund. The plant was on the verge of

shutting down when local officials railied to save i by blocking competing wind and solar projects.

Overall, the pace of coal retirements slowed during Biden’s first year in office, according to the U.S, Energy

information Adminsiration, though that rate is expected to rise this year.

WSJ: EPA Moves to Restore Obama-Era Rules on Power Plants
https://www.wsj.com/articles/epa-moves-to-restore-obama-era-rules-on-power-plants-11643664569
By Katy Stech Ferek

The Environmental Protection Agency on Monday moved to restore a federal determination that allowed it to

regulate mercury, lead and other toxic metals from coal-fired and oil-fired power plants.

Under the Obama administration, the EPA said it had the authority to regulate emissions of mercury and other
toxic metals from power plant emissions under the Clean Air Act as long as EPA officials determined it was

“appropriate and necessary.”

In 2020, the Trump administration withdrew that determination, saying that regulators made errors when
calculating the costs and benefits of the rules. That revocation led a coal producer to ask the U.S. Court of
Appeals for District of Columbia Circuit to eliminate the regulations that Obama-era officials had relied on to

regulate air pollutants.

In reinstating the policy, the EPA said that controlling toxic emissions reduces cancer risks and

neurodevelopmental delays in children.
Scoops, analysis and insights driving Washington from the WSJ's D.C. bureau.

“Sound science makes it clear that we need to limit mercury and toxins in the air to protect children and

vulnerable communities from dangerous pollution,” said EPA Administrator Michael Regan.
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The Wall Street Journal reported last week that the EPA was moving to toughen rules on power plants as part of

President Biden’s efforts to curb greenhouse-gas emissions blamed for climate change.

Monday’s proposal, if enacted, would mark a setback for coal miner Westmoreland Mining Holdings LLC,
which had asked the court to get rid of regulations that require operators of the country’s coal- and oil-burning
power plants to cut emissions, including by installing filtration equipment that strained the pollutants from the

air. A judge has yet to rule on that request.

Public-health and environmental groups said the existing regulations, which set an April 2015 compliance
deadline for operators, have been effective at cutting air pollutants emissions. Mercury emissions from power

plants dropped by 86% in 2017 compared with 2010 levels, according to an EPA estimate.
Before the regulations, power plants ranked as the largest domestic source of mercury, the agency said.

Mercury, arsenic and other toxic metals are released into the air from power plant smokestacks and make their
way into U.S. waterways and to the food chain, leading to fish consumption advisories. They are linked to brain

developmental problems in infants and cancer.

Federal law requires regulators who make rules under the Clean Air Act to first determine that the protections
are appropriate and necessary. They first made that determination related to coal-fired and oil-fired power plants

in 2000, then reaffirmed it as the 2012 regulations were released.

A year ago, Mr. Biden ordered EPA officials to review the Trump administration’s revocation related to the
mercury emissions rules, known as the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards. EPA officials will take comments

for 60 days on Monday’s proposal.
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Message

From: Nunez, Alejandra [Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov]

Sent: 9/16/2021 1:04:05 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]

CC: Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov]; Campbell, Ann [Campbell. Ann@epa.gov]; Millett, John
[Millett.John@epa.gov]; Kim, Eunjung [Kim.Eun@epa.gov]

Subject: Re: FOR YOUR REVIEW: Background for NYT Editorial Board Meeting - DUE COB WEDNESDAY

| added two comments to that document - | think we should note to the Administrator that he might be asked questions
about MATS and the 111(b) GHG NSPS.

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 16, 2021, at 2:59 PM, Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov> wrote:

Thanks for taking this on, Tomas. Added a note on the power sector document. Let’s discuss more at RT or Comms.
Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Acting Assistant Administrator

Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, September 15, 2021 11:59 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>; Campbell, Ann <Campbell. Ann@epa.gov>; Millett, John
<Millett.John@epa.gov>; Nunez, Alejandra <Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov>; Kim, Eunjung <Kim.Eun@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: FOR YOUR REVIEW: Background for NYT Editorial Board Meeting - DUE COB WEDNESDAY

Thanks Joe. 1only had time to make a quick pass but wanted to share some comments/edits on six of them (I didn’t
have any comments on the others). I’'m afraid the Power Sector document needs the most work — it just doesn’t hang
together very well and doesn’t tell a compelling story, and it has some key gaps which I’'ve tried to identify in
comments. Hope this is helpful. Best,

Tomas

From: Goffman, Joseph <GotfmanJosephi@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, September 15, 2021 9:44 PM

To: Campbell, Ann <Campbell, Ann@epa.zov>; Millett, John <Millett lohn®@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas
<Carbonell Tomasz@epa.gov>; Nunez, Alejandra <Munez Alejandra@epa.gov>; Kim, Eunjung <kim . Euni@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: FOR YOUR REVIEW: Background for NYT Editorial Board Meeting - DUE COB WEDNESDAY

| still have a lot of material to absorb to prepare for Thursday, so I’'m not sure if and when | will have line edits on every
single one of these, but at a first pass they *all* have to be in the *same* visual format and run as close to 1 page as
possible. The Oil and Gas pager is a good template for the visuals — and for the short, direct, just-the-facts style of
expression they all need to have. No extraneous rhetoric {e.g., the first power sector bullet} and no orotund sentence
structure. No “EPA is conducting research.” Instead, “EPA is researching” or “EPA’s research currently focuses on X”.
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Meanwhile, perhaps, Tomas, you will have the time to do some line edits on these drafts — or maybe even more
efficiently to just flag fixes and key points or corrections.

Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Acting Assistant Administrator

Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Campbell, Ann <Campbell. Ann@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, September 15, 2021 5:50 PM

To: Millett, John <Mt Johni@epa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.osephi@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas
<Carbonell Tomas@epa.gov>; Nunez, Alejandra <Munez Alelandra@epa.gov>; Kim, Eunjung <Kirm. Fun@epa.gov>
Subject: FOR YOUR REVIEW: Background for NYT Editorial Board Meeting - DUE COB WEDNESDAY

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Please let me know if you have any questions or need edits made.

From: Campbell, Ann <Campbell. Ann@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, September 14, 2021 11:54 AM

To: Dunham, Sarah <Qunham.Sarah®epa.zov>; Hengst, Benjamin <Hengst. Beniamin@epa.gov>; Grundler, Christopher
<grundler.christopher@epa.gov>; Kocchi, Suzanne <Kocchi.Suzanne@epa.gov>; Tsirigotis, Peter

<Tsirigobis, Puter@eps gov>; Koerber, Mike <Kgerbsr Mike@ens gov>; Edwards, Jonathan

<Edwards. onathan®epa.gov>; Cherepy, Andrea <Cherepyv.Andrea@epa.gov>

Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.osephi@ epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gzov>; Nunez, Alejandra
<Munez Alsiandra@epa.gov>; Kim, Eunjung <¥im. Eun@@epa.gow>; Millett, John <Millett lohnf@epa.zov>; Deluca, Isabel
<Deluca.lsabel@epa.gov>; Shaw, Betsy <Shaw. Betsy@epa.gov>; Shoaff, John <Shoaff lohn@epa.gov>

Subject: ACTION: Background for NYT Editorial Board Meeting - DUE COB WEDNESDAY

Importance: High

All - we have been asked to help prepare the Administrator for a meeting he has early next week with the Editorial
Board of the NYT. The conversation will be focused mainly on climate.
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

These need to be to the AO on Thursday, so please provide drafts of the one-pagers by COB Wednesday so Joe and the
team will have the opportunity to review and provide any feedback.

Please let me know if you have any questions. Thank you!

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Ann (Campbell) Ferrio

Chief of Staff

EPA/Office of Air and Radiation
Office: 202 566 1370

<Power Sector tc jg.docx>
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Message

From: Utech, Dan [Utech.Dan@epa.gov]

Sent: 9/21/2021 7:57:39 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: a few questions

Thanks | Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 3:45 PM

To: Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: a few questions

1. No. 2. I should be free to talk around 5 or after our 5:30 call with CPO. 3. No.

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 21, 2021, at 1:58 PM, Utech, Dan <Utech.Dani@epa.gov> wrote:

Hi Joe — understand there is a lot going on and happy to reschedule but a few questions that can’t wait:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Thanks.

ED_006533_00000298-00001



EPA-HQ-2021-5551

Message

From: Gibson, Neshawne [Gibson.Neshawne@epa.gov]
Sent: 9/22/2021 4:27:45 PM

To: Gibson, Neshawne [Gibson.Neshawne@epa.gov]
Subject: AO Staff Office Weekly Report for 9/22/21

Attachments: AO Staff Office Weekly Report 9.22.21 FINAL.pdf; AO Staff Office Weekly Report 9.22.21 FINAL.docx

Hello Administrator Regan and colleagues,

Attached, please find the AO Staff Office Weekly Report (in both PDF and Word) for the week ending
September 22, 2021.

Sincerely,

Neshawne Gibson

Office of the Administrator

US Environmental Protection Agency
Phone: (202) 566-1957

Mobile: (202) 603-7617
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Message

From: Gibson, Neshawne [Gibson.Neshawne@epa.gov]
Sent: 9/22/2021 10:35:45 PM

To: Gibson, Neshawne [Gibson.Neshawne@epa.gov]
Subject: Administrator's Weekly Report for 9/22/21

Attachments: Administrator Weekly Report 9.22.21 FINAL.pdf; Administrator Weekly Report 9.22.21 FINAL.docx

Hello Administrator Regan and colleagues,

Attached, please find the Administrator’s Weekly Report (in both PDF and Word), which includes programs and

regional office updates for the week ending September 22, 2021.

Sincerely,

Neshawne Gibson

Office of the Administrator

US Environmental Protection Agency
Phone: (202) 566-1957

Mobile: (202) 603-7617
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Message

From: Millett, John [Millett.John@epa.gov]

Sent: 9/24/2021 2:20:23 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; McCabe, Janet [McCabe.Janet@epa.gov]
Subject: RE: rules

Will do — yes. Will loop Janet and Andrea on both sets of materials later this morning.

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>
Sent: Friday, September 24, 2021 10:19 AM

To: McCabe, Janet <McCabe.Janet@epa.gov>

Cc: Millett, John <Millett.John@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: rules

Plus John. | just did some edits on the MATS pieces an hour or so ago. Haven’t looked at the RFS materials since last
Sunday, but I think they’re in good shape. Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Acting Assistant Administrator

Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: McCabe, Janet <Mcabe Janst@epa.pov>
Sent: Friday, September 24, 2021 10:12 AM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffrman. losesh@epa. gov>
Subject: rules

Joe—when you have tick point fact sheets on the two rules for next week, even in draft, could someone shoot them my
way please? thanks

Janet G. McCabe

Deputy Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

WIC-N Room 3406, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW
Washington, DC 20460

Voice: 202-564-4711

Email: mccabejaneif@epa.goy
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Message

From: Millett, John [Millett.John@epa.gov]

Sent: 9/24/2021 3:27:14 PM

To: McCabe, Janet [McCabe.Janet@epa.gov]; Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]

CC: Drinkard, Andrea [Drinkard.Andrea@epa.gov]; Campbell, Ann [Campbell. Ann@epa.gov]; Carbonell, Tomas

[Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov]; Nunez, Alejandra [Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov]; Deluca, sabel
[Deluca.lsabel@epa.gov]; Kim, Eunjung [Kim.Eun@epa.gov]; Millett, John [Millett.John@epa.gov]

Subject: RFS and MATS rollout materials

Attachments: Fact Sheet_MATS AN Proposed Rule DRAFT 9.20 jg_clean.docx; DRAFT MATS PR 9.20 jg jg_clean.docx; RFS Proposed
RVO - Roll Out - 9- 24-2021 DRAFT.docx; RFS Proposed Volumes for 2020 to 2022_Press release_DRAFT.docx

Hi All — attached are the latest clean versions of the RFS (Wed. announcement) and MATS (Thurs. announcement)
materials. This version of the RFS press release is going into the administrator’s book today for his weekend reading.
OTAQ has also provided a good set of internal g/a in the attached rollout, and the list of heads up calls is in good shape.

We have rollout discussions with OPA, OCIR and OPEEE on the schedule today on both of these subjects, and much of
each 30 min segment will cover who we reach out to and how prior to announcement and just after. Everyone on each
of those calls will get these same materials today.

I think that covers it for now . ..
Thanks and please let me know if you have any questions or advice!
John

AN 0 0 P A NS P P PN SN O S

John Millett

Director, OAR Communications
Desk: 202-564-2803

Cell: 202-510-1822
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Message

From: Fawcett, Allen [Fawcett.Allen@epa.gov]

Sent: 9/27/2021 8:48:56 PM

To: Cassady, Alison [Cassady.Alison@epa.gov]

CC: Utech, Dan [Utech.Dan@epa.gov]; Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; Carbonell, Tomas

[Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov]; Nunez, Alejandra [Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov]; Grundler, Christopher
[grundler.christopher@epa.gov]; Gunning, Paul [Gunning.Paul@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: For Review: National Climate Strategy Draft Chapter Outlines

Attachments: NCS Ch 4 Transportation OUTLINE 09212021 Interagency - OAR Comments.docx; NCS Ch 9 Justice OUTLINE
09212021 Interagency - OAR Comments.docx; NCS Ch 2b Benefits for All Americans OUTLINE 09212021 Interagency -
OAR Comments.docx; NCS Ch 10 Resilience OUTLINE 09212021 Interagency - OAR Comments.docx; NCS Ch 2a
Climate Science OUTLINE 09222021 Interagency - OAR Comments.docx; NCS Ch 7 Industry OUTLINE 09212021
Interagency - OAR Comments.docx; NCS Ch 6 Buildings OUTLINE 09212021 Interagency - OAR Comments.docx; NCS
Ch 5 Electricity OUTLINE 09212021 Interagency - OAR Comments.docx

Hello Alison,

Please find attached the OAR comments on NCS chapter outlines ready for transmittal to CPO. Joe has reviewed these
comments, and we have tried to incorporate the input from Janet. The only caveat is that we did not receive the Lands &
Oceans chapter outline, so we have not provided comments on that chapter yet. Greg Carlock indicated that he would
send that chapter and allow us extra time to review.

Best,
Allen

Allen A, Fawcett, Ph.D.

Chief, Climate Economics Branch

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
{202} 343-9436

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>

Sent: Saturday, September 25, 2021 11:57 AM

To: Grundler, Christopher <grundler.christopher@epa.gov>; Tsirigotis, Peter <Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov>; Fawcett, Allen
<Fawcett.Allen@epa.gov>; Gunning, Paul <Gunning.Paul@epa.gov>; Culligan, Kevin <Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov>

Cc: Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov>; Nunez, Alejandra <Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: For Review: National Climate Strategy Draft Chapter Outlines

Following up on the original assignment (due EOD Monday), which came in early Wednesday afternoon (bottom of
chain), please see the exchange below FYA. | responded to Janet’s question about 111(d} and refineries with this:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Acting Assistant Administrator

Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
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From: Cassady, Alison <Cassady, Alison@epa.gov>

Sent: Saturday, September 25, 2021 11:47 AM

To: McCabe, Janet <McUabe janst@ena. gov>

Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Goffrman Josephi@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell Tomas@epa gov>; Nunez, Alejandra
<Munez.Alelandra@epa,gov>; Campbell, Ann <Camphell Ann@epa.gov>; Utech, Dan <Utech.Dani@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: For Review: National Climate Strategy Draft Chapter Outlines

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Alison L. Cassady
(202) 941-6036

Gl
~

On Sep 25, 2021, at 11:35 AM, Cassady, Alison <{Cassady.Alison@epa.gov> wrote:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Alison L. Cassady
(202) 941-6036

On Sep 25, 2021, at 11:21 AM, McCabe, Janet <}iglabe lanet@epa.govw> wrote:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

From: Cassady, Alison <Cassady, Alison@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, September 22, 2021 1:07 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Gaffman. losephd@ epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell. Tomas@spa.gov>; Nunez, Alejandra
<Munez.Alelandra@epa.gov>; Campbell, Ann <Campbell Ann@epa.gow>

Cc: Utech, Dan <litech.Dan@epa.zov>; McCabe, Janet <McCabe Janet@epa.gov>

Subject: For Review: National Climate Strategy Draft Chapter Outlines

Importance: High

Team OAR,

Per my previous email, here are the NCS chapter outlines for your review by Monday, September 27, by EOD. | plan to
ask Vicki/OP to review chapters 2, 9, & 10 as well.

See the highlighted language below for additional details.

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Let me know if you have questions or if there is a better way to facilitate this feedback.

Alison

Alison L. Cassady

Deputy Chief of Staff for Policy

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Cell: (202) 941-6036
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From: MacHardy, Sonia Aggarwal R. EOP/WHO s Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) !

Sent: Wednesday, September 22, 2021 9:24 AM

To: Cassady, Alison <{assady. Alison@epa.gov>

Cc: Ali Zaidi 1 Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) | Carlock, Gregory T. EOP/WHO < Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) >
Subject: RE: National Climate Strategy next steps

Hi Alison,
Thank you again for EPA’s submission to the National Climate Strategy process and for the phone call with your team. Is
there any follow-up on that front at this point? | know our team will want to continue that discussion so we can land the

right tone and language. Let us know when you're ready.

Meanwhile, here are some next steps:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Many thanks for your work and contributions to this whole-of-government climate strategy!

sonia

From: Sonia Aggarwal R. EOP/WHO

Sent: Friday, September 3, 2021 12:55 PM

To: 'Laura_daniel-davis@ios.doi.gov' <Laura daniel-davis@ios.dolzov>; '"Robert Bonnie, USDA'

<fobeart Bonnie@usda zov>; 'kevin.bush@hud.gov' <kevin bush@hud. gzov>; 'laura.schiller@dot.gov'
<lzura.schiller@dot.gov>; 'tarak.shah@hqg.doe.gov' <taralk shahdha.dos.zov>; 'Alison Cassady, EPA'

<Cassady. Alison@epa.gov>; 'Porfilio, Jaclyn (Federal' <iParfilioi@doc. zoyv>; 'Karen Hyun - NOAA Federal’
<karenhyun@noaa.goy>; Feldman, Stefanie G. EOP/WHO i  Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP)  i>; English, Leandra

EOP/WHO: Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) :; Nakagawa, Melanie Y. EOP/NSC! Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) ;
Vahlsing, Candace M. EOP/OMB Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) >; Schory, Daniel K. EOP/OMB
Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) »; Lee-Ashley, Matt G. EOP/CEQ <i Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) ;; 'Shulman,

Sophie (OST' <Gophie. Shulman®@dot.zov>; 'Utech.Dan@epa.gov' <Utech.Dan@epa.pgov>; 'Lal, Bhavya (HQ-IA000'
<bhavya fal@nasa.gov>; Ramamurti, Bharat R. EOP/WHO < Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) iMayock, Andrew
EOP/CEQ; __Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP)  »; Koizumi, Kei EOP/OSTP 4 Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) }; Martinez, Cecilia C.
EOP/CEQ : Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) b ‘Randolph.alles@hq.dhs.goV' <Randoiph.alles@ha.dhs.govw>; 'Bryan,
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Joseph SES SD’ <josenh, Bryan@sd.mil>; 'Rachel.Heron2@usdoj.gov' <Rachel Heron? @usdol.gov>; 'Nayak.Raj@dol.gov'
<Mayak.Rai@dolgow>; 'Donna.Harris-Aikens@ed.gov' <{ignina, Harris-Alkens @ed.gov>; 'sonal.larsen@gsa.gov'
<spnallarsen@gsa.gov>; 'Arsenio.Mataka@hhs.gov' <Arsenio Mataka@hhs.gov>; 'Rachel.Levine@hhs.gov'

<Bachel levine®@hhs.gov>; 'Rick Duke, SPEC' <DukeRDibstate. gov>; 'Catherine.Wolfram@treasury.gov’

<Catherine Waolfram®&treasury.gov>; 'Yohannes, Meron (Federal' <iYohannes@doc.gov>; 'lupe.morales@hg.dhs.gov'
<lupe.morales@hg.dhs.gov>; 'Murren, Jack CIV SD' <lack. murren@sd mib>; 'Sargrad, Scott’ <Gcott Sargrad@ed.gov>;
Hickey, Mike J. EOP/OMB < Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i 'Zepeda, Elizabeth G' <Elizabeth.G. Zepada@hud.sov>;
Jordan, Sara L. EOP/CEQ; Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) ; 'Zelman, Allison L - OSEC' <Zglman.Allison L@ dol.gov>; Grant,
Eva B. EOP/CEQ < Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i; 'Kidd, Richard G IV SES OSD OUSD A-S (USA'
<richard. g kidds. civimail.mil>; 'John.Morton@treasury.gov' <john. Morton@ireasury.gov>; 'Fisher, Megan (HHS/OASH'
<Mesan.Fisher@hhs.sov>; Cox, Alexander N. EOP/WHO <'""Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) t; 'Aguilera, Allie'

<Allie Aguilera@ed.gov>; Gallegos, Justina W. EOP/WHO < Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i, McLaurin, Juschelle D.
EOP/CEQ < Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) ; 'TOZIER, KATHLEEN' <kathieen. tozier @ha.dhs.gov>; Tuckett, Gayle'

<Gayie Tucketi@iaa hhs, > 'SUNSTEIN, CASS' <¢ass sunsiein@hadbs. gov>

Cc: Zaidi, Ali A. EOP/WHO < Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) }; Carlock, Gregory T. EOP/WHO

< Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) ; Sanchez, Roque T. EOP/WHO: Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) iThomas, Maggie
M. EOPJWHO < Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) % Menzelos, Arianna C. EOP/WHO
i Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) |

Subject: National Climate Strategy next steps

Dear Colleagues,

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Many thanks.

sonia aggarwal
: Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) E
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Message

From: Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov]

Sent: 9/24/2021 10:18:25 PM

To: Cassady, Alison [Cassady.Alison@epa.gov]; Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; Nunez, Alejandra
[Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov]

cC: Utech, Dan [Utech.Dan@epa.gov]; McCabe, Janet [McCabe.Janet@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: For review: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate

Attachments: NC7 BR3-4 Compiled Draft 9-19 For Interagency Review_OAR comments 9 24.docx

Hi Alison, with apologies for somewhat overshooting the 5pm deadline, please find OAR’s comments on the NC/BR on
Climate attached. Please let us know if you need anything else. Best,

Tomas

From: Cassady, Alison <Cassady.Alison@epa.gov>

Sent: Friday, September 24, 2021 9:59 AM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>; Nunez, Alejandra <Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas
<Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov>

Cc: Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>; McCabe, Janet <McCabe.Janet@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: For review: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate

Hi all,

| wanted to check in on this one to see if your team will be able to make the Spm deadline today for review of this
particular report. (Don’t blame me, | am just the messenger/nag!)

If you need more time, let me know and | can throw myself at the mercy of Sonia.
AC

Alison L. Cassady

Deputy Chief of Staff for Policy

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Cell: (202) 941-6036

From: Cassady, Alison

Sent: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 12:02 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Guofiman. losephi®@epa.gov>; Nunez, Alejandra <Munsz. Alejandra@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas
<CarbonellTomas@epagow>

Cc: Utech, Dan <itech.Dani@epa.gov>; McCabe, Janet <BicCabe lanet@epna.gov>

Subject: FW: For review: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate

Hi,

Can you please share this with the appropriate folks in OAR to provide comments by the end of the week (5pm on
Friday)? Sorry that | didn’t share this yesterday when | received it.

Alison

ED_006533_00000399-00001



EPA-HQ-2021-5551

Alison L. Cassady

Deputy Chief of Staff for Policy

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Cell: (202) 941-6036

From: MacHardy, Sonia Aggarwal R. EOP/WHO <Sgnia. Agganwal ﬁ Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP)

Sent: Monday, September 20, 2021 12:36 PM

To: Laura daniel-davis@®ios.dol sov; Robert Bonnie, USDA <Robert. Bonnis@usda.gov>; kevin bush@®@hud.goy;
lauraschiller @dotgoy; arsk.shah@hg.doe.goy; Cassady, Alison <Cassady Alison@®epa.gov>; Porfilio, Jaclyn (Federal
<ijfE§ Q{'ﬂdﬁf; o>, Karen Hyun NOAA Federal <karen.hvunf@noas.gov>; Feldman Stefanle G. EOP/WHO

Ex. 6 Personal Prlvacy (PP) 'chory, Danlel K. EOP/OMB <} Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) > Lee-Ashley, Matt

G. EOP/CEQ <}Matthew.(.Lee-Ashleyl e 6 Personal Privacy (PP) | Shulman Sophie (OST <Sophie Shulman@dot.gov>; Utech, Dan
<U"=zzc‘h Da ‘1@?;3;3 gov>' Lal, Bhavya (HQ IAOOO <bhavw Iali@inasa, g,m> Ramamurtl Bharat R. EOP/WHO

< Ex. 6 Personal Prlvacy (PP) i RamonC|ta C. Martmez <Ramoncita.C. Mart {3672 Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) |

Randolph.alles@ha.dhs gov; Bryan Joseph SES SD <joseph. Bryan@sd.mil>; Rachel Heron?@usdoleoy;
Navak Raif@dolsoy; Donna. Harris-Alkens@ed.goyv: sonal larsen@gsa. gov; Arsenio. Mataka@hhs.sov;
Rachellevine@hhs.zov; Rick Duke, SPEC <DukeRD @ state gov>; Catherine Wollram@treasury.goy; Yohannes, Meron
(Federal <}¥Yohannes@doc. gow>; lupe.morales@ha.dhs.gov; Murren, Jack CIV SD <jack.murreni@sd.mil>; Sargrad, Scott
<Sf:0tt Sarﬂrad@&d EOV>; Hickey, Mike J. EOP/OMB <i Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) iZepeda Elizabeth G

(USA <rECE"aard, .i«: ddb.a v{mma Limi §>, Jﬁhnvﬁﬁartan(’?%reamr* BN Flsher, Megan (HHS/OASH <Megan. Fisher@hhs.gzov>;
Cox, Alexander N. EOP/WHO <alexandear, M, Coxd Ex 8 Personal Privacy (PP) Agyilera, Allie <Allie. Aguilera@ed.gov>; Gallegos,
Justina W. EOP/WHO <justing W.Gallegnss {1 Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) McLaurln Juschelle D. EOP/CEQ <jdimicl gmrm;d Ex.6 Porsonal Privacy (PP) |
TOZIER, KATHLEEN <kathlesn, ‘tcz (:uf* @h dhf gv>; Tuckett, Gayle <Gayle Tuckett! a:fda hhs.gov>; SUNSTEIN CASS

Cc: Desas MausamKDeaa R ausam@c a.gzov>; Fawcett, Allen <Fawcett Allendlepa.gov>; Alsalam, Jameel
<flsalamdameel@epa gov>; Michael Kuperberg <"Ex "6 Bersonal Privacy (PP) § ffank.niepold@naoaa gey; Caruso, Randy J
<CarusoRlfistate gov>; Adams, Kevin M <Adarm s%ﬁ%’li@ctatﬂ ov>; Emily Seen <Seenkl@state.gov>; Sierra Woodruff
<WoodruffSC@state zov>; Christina Chan <Chan{2 & state.zov>; Dragisic, Christine D <UragisicCDdlstate. sov>;
MacHardy, Sonia Aggarwal R. EOP/WHO <'€=0‘ iz.Aggarwall Ex 6 Personal Privacy (PP) juke, Richard D <DukeRD@state gov>;

Subject: For review: National Communicatlon and Blennlal Report on Climate

Colleagues,

Please find attached a rough draft of the 7th National Communication and 3rd and 4th Biennial Reports to the
UNFCCC. We are circulating this draft for interagency technical review, and kindly request your feedback by
5pm on Friday September 24. (Input on formatting is not required at this point.) Comments may be sent to
the people on the cc line to this message. We will then incorporate these edits and circulate a revised version
for Principals’ comment. Our aim is to submit this report to the UNFCCC for COP26, which begins October 31.

As you may know, National Communications and Biennial Reports are required reports under the UNFCCC.
These reports were not submitted under the previous administration, and are long overdue. Given the
importance the United States places on transparency under the UNFCCC and the Paris Agreement, coming
back up to date on our reporting is important. The combined National Communication and Biennial Reports
focus on progress through 2020, before the Biden-Harris administration took office, and as such will
complement the National Climate Strategy and Long-Term Strategy currently also under preparation (and
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about which we will also continue to communicate with this group). Our next National Communication and
Biennial Report, due in December 2022, will provide an opportunity to report on the ambition of the first two
years of the Biden Administration.

We are very grateful for the input of your experts in providing a critical review of this draft, which includes
chapters drafted by experts throughout the government. The others of us on this “from” line especially tip our
hats to Chris Dragisic for her leadership in pulling this together. (And should your agency have additional
graphic or editorial capacity, we would certainly welcome this support as well.)

Please let us know if you have any questions.

Best,
sonia aggarwal, Rick Duke, Chris Dragisic, Greg Carlock
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Message

From: Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov]

Sent: 9/24/2021 10:00:51 PM

To: Hockstad, Leif [Hockstad.Leif@epa.gov]; Nunez, Alejandra [Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov]; Goffman, Joseph
[Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]

cC: Shoaff, John [Shoaff.John@epa.gov]; Campbell, Ann [Campbell. Ann@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: For review: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate

Attachments: NC7 BR3-4 Compiled Draft 9-19 For Interagency Review_OAR comments 9 24.docx

Thanks Leif. Have added some suggested edits to the NC/BR to capture the recent HFC rule and the current methane
rulemaking. Joe, if you’re good with this, I'm happy to share with Alison.

From: Hockstad, Leif <Hockstad.Leif @epa.gov>

Sent: Friday, September 24, 2021 12:55 PM

To: Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov>; Nunez, Alejandra <Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph
<Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>

Cc: Shoaff, John <Shoaff.John@epa.gov>; Campbell, Ann <Campbell. Ann@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: For review: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate

Tomas —

| received feedback from OAP on the National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate, primarily on the sections
they helped draft with the State Dept. The other offices did not have comments, which is not surprising given OAP’s
direct involvement in these reports.

I think we can pass this along to Alison so that she can respond to the review request. if needed, you can highlight that
the OAR comments and edits are provided in track changes are from Jameel Alsalam in OAR/OAP/CCD. Please let me
know if you have any questions.

Thanks,
Leif

From: Shoaff, John

Sent: Friday, September 24, 2021 10:22 AM

To: Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonsell. Tomasi@epa, gzov>; Nunez, Alejandra <Munez.Alejandra@epa.gov>
Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman. Joseph@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: For review: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate

Thanks Tomas, will check and keep you posted.

JOHN SHOAFF (HE/HIM/HIS) | DIRECTOR

OFFICE OF AIR POLICY & PROGRAM SUPPORT (OAPPS)

OFFICE OF AIR & RADIATION | U.S. EPA I VVJ(/ NORTH 5442-C

1200 PENNSYLVANIA AVE. NW | MC 6103A | WASHINGTON, D.C. | 20460 | USA
ShemifjohnliWena.goy | 1-202-564-0531 DIRECT | 1-202-257-1755 MOBILE

From: Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonsill Tomas@epa.gov>
Sent: Friday, September 24, 2021 10:21 AM
To: Nunez, Alejandra <Munez Alejandra@epa.gov>; Shoaff, John <Shoaff.lohn@epa.gov>

ED_006533_00000402-00001
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Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman. Joseph@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: For review: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate

Hi John, we just got a reminder from Alison about the NC/BR below — can you let us know whether the offices are on
track to provide comments by today’s deadline?

From: Nunez, Alejandra <Munez Aleiandra@ena.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 6:33 PM

To: Shoaff, John <&hapaff John@epa.gov>

Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Goffiman doseph@ ena.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov>
Subject: FW: For review: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate

John, please see Alison’s request for feedback below. We’d appreciate if you could send it to the relevant OAR offices
for feedback.
Thank you so much!

From: Cassady, Alison <Cassady Allson@eps govy>

Sent: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 12:02 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffiman. loseph@ epa.goyv>; Nunez, Alejandra <Munez.Alelandra@@epa.goy>; Carbonell, Tomas
<Carbonell Tomas@epa.gov>

Cc: Utech, Dan <Utech. Danfiepa.gov>; McCabe, Janet <}l abe Janel@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: For review: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate

Hi,
Can you please share this with the appropriate folks in OAR to provide comments by the end of the week (5pm on
Friday)? Sorry that | didn’t share this yesterday when | received it.

Alison

Alison L. Cassady

Deputy Chief of Staff for Policy

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Cell: (202) 941-6036

From: MacHardy, Sonia Aggarwal R. EOP/WHO <%gnia.Ag arwa§§ Ex.6 Personal Privacy (PP) |

Sent: Monday, September 20, 2021 12:36 PM

To: Laura daniel-davis@ios.dolgov; Robert Bonnie, USDA <Rgbert, Bonnie@usda.gov>; kevin bush@hud.gov;
laura.schiller@dotgoy; tarak.shah@®@bo.dos.goy; Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alisoni@epa.gov>; Porfilio, Jaclyn (Federal
<iPorfilio@doc.gov>; Karen Hyun - NOAA Federal <karen.hyun@@noas.gov>; Feldman, Stefanie G. EOP/WHO

Y. EOP/NSC <Melanis. ¥ NakagawaPesnmseas-p; Vahlsing, Candace M. EOP/OMB

i Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i Schory, Daniel K. EOP/OMB < Ex. 8 Porsonal Privacy (PF] i Lee-Ashley, Matt
G. EOP/CEQ <Maithew G Les-Ashiey exepersona privacy pp) i Shulman, Sophie (OST <Snphie Shulman@dot.goy>; Utech, Dan
<iUtech.Dan@epa.gov>; Lal, Bhavya (HQ-IAD00 <bhavya.lal@@nasa.gov>; Ramamurti, Bharat R. EOP/WHO

<Kel Kolzumifed s pesona privacy pr) | Ramoncita.C.Martinez <Rarmgncita. C.IWartingzy Ex s personal Privacy PP i-
Randolph.alles@hg.dhs.gov; Bryan, Joseph SES SD <iosgph. Bryan®sd.mil>; Rachel Heron2 @usdoigow;

Mavalk Raif@doleov; Donna Harris-Alkens@ed.gov; sonal larsen@gsa.goy; Arsenio. Mataka@hhs.pov;

Rachel Levine@hhs,gov; Rick Duke, SPEC <Duke RD @ state sov>; Catherine Wolfram@treasury. gov; Yohannes, Meron
(Federal <M¥ohannes@doo.gov>; lupe morales@ha.dhs.gov; Murren, Jack CIV SD <{ack.murreni@sd.mil>; Sargrad, Scott
<Seott.Sergrad@ed.gov>; Hickey, Mike J. EOP/OMB < Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) iZepeda, Elizabeth G
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<cass. sunsteini®ha.dhs.gov>; Ali Zaidi <AlLA. Zxich Ex 6 personal Privacy (PP) 1; Thomas, Maggie M. EOP/WHO

<Mazaie M. Thormash ex e Personal Privacy (PP) |

Cc: Desai, Mausami <Desal. Mausamiffepa. goyv>; Fawcett, Allen <Fawcett AllenfBepa. goy>; Alsalam, Jameel

<Alsalam Jameel@epa.gov>; Michael Kuperberg <mkuperberg@ysgorp.gov>; frank niepold @noaa.goy; Caruso, Randy J
<CarusoRl@state gov>; Adams, Kevin M <AdamsKMZ @ siate.gov>; Emily Seen <SsenEl@state.gov>; Sierra Woodruff
<WoodruffSC@state. gov>; Christina Chan <Chan{2 @state.gov>; Dragisic, Christine D <[¥ragisicCR & state zov>;

Subject: For review: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate

Colleagues,

Please find attached a rough draft of the 7th National Communication and 3rd and 4th Biennial Reports to the
UNFCCC. We are circulating this draft for interagency technical review, and kindly request your feedback by
5pm on Friday September 24. (Input on formatting is not required at this point.) Comments may be sent to
the people on the cc line to this message. We will then incorporate these edits and circulate a revised version
for Principals’ comment. Our aim is to submit this report to the UNFCCC for COP26, which begins October 31.

As you may know, National Communications and Biennial Reports are required reports under the UNFCCC.
These reports were not submitted under the previous administration, and are long overdue. Given the
importance the United States places on transparency under the UNFCCC and the Paris Agreement, coming
back up to date on our reporting is important. The combined National Communication and Biennial Reports
focus on progress through 2020, before the Biden-Harris administration took office, and as such will
complement the National Climate Strategy and Long-Term Strategy currently also under preparation (and
about which we will also continue to communicate with this group). Our next National Communication and
Biennial Report, due in December 2022, will provide an opportunity to report on the ambition of the first two
years of the Biden Administration.

We are very grateful for the input of your experts in providing a critical review of this draft, which includes
chapters drafted by experts throughout the government. The others of us on this “from” line especially tip our
hats to Chris Dragisic for her leadership in pulling this together. {And should your agency have additional
graphic or editorial capacity, we would certainly welcome this support as well.)

Please let us know if you have any questions.

Best,
sonia aggarwal, Rick Duke, Chris Dragisic, Greg Carlock
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Message

From: Arroyo, Victoria [Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov]

Sent: 9/29/2021 3:48:00 PM

To: Niebling, William [Niebling.William@epa.gov]; Hamilton, Lindsay [Hamilton.Lindsay@epa.gov]; Goffman, Joseph
[Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]

cC: Utech, Dan [Utech.Dan@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: MATS

Hi William- Dan is checking in on this and we hope to know more this afternoon. | don’t have any updates on my end.
Vicki

From: Niebling, William <Niebling.William@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, September 29, 2021 11:00 AM

To: Arroyo, Victoria <Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov>; Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton.Lindsay@epa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph
<Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>

Subject: MATS

From this morning’s conversation, should the takeaway be that MATS is still on track for Thu/Fri or that it is likely to
bounce to next week?

William Niebling

Associate Administrator

Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
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Message

From: Gibson, Neshawne [Gibson.Neshawne@epa.gov]
Sent: 9/29/2021 7:20:09 PM

To: Gibson, Neshawne [Gibson.Neshawne@epa.gov]
Subject: AO Staff Office Weekly Report for 9/29/21

Attachments: AO Staff Office Weekly Report 9.29.21 FINAL.pdf; AO Staff Office Weekly Report 9.29.21 FINAL.docx

Hello Administrator Regan and colleagues,

Attached, please find the AO Staff Office Weekly Report (in both PDF and Word) for the week ending
September 29, 2021.

Sincerely,

Neshawne Gibson

Office of the Administrator

US Environmental Protection Agency
Phone: (202) 566-1957

Mobile: (202) 603-7617
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Message

From: Gibson, Neshawne [Gibson.Neshawne@epa.gov]
Sent: 9/29/2021 8:34:18 PM

To: Gibson, Neshawne [Gibson.Neshawne@epa.gov]
Subject: Administrator's Weekly Report for 9/29/21

Attachments: Administrator Weekly Report 9.29.21 FINAL.pdf; Administrator Weekly Report 9.29.21 FINAL.docx

Hello Administrator Regan and colleagues,

Attached, please find the Administrator’s Weekly Report (in both PDF and Word), which includes programs and

regional office updates for the week ending September 29, 2021.

Sincerely,

Neshawne Gibson

Office of the Administrator

US Environmental Protection Agency
Phone: (202) 566-1957

Mobile: (202) 603-7617

ED_006533_00000425-00001
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Message

From: Shoaff, John [Shoaff.John@epa.gov]

Sent: 10/5/2021 9:21:49 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]

Subject: FW: By COB Today: RED FLAG REVIEW: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate

Attachments: NC7 Ferland combined 2 - BR3-4 Compiled Draft 10-1 Clean For Principal Review_SB.docx

iImportance: High
Joe,

If not already checked off the list, just wanted to remind of the need to pass this to Allison by COB unless she instructed
folks to reply directly to Sonia and Rick, incoming emails included below. Kudos to Henry, the attached includes the edits
you inquired about last PM as well as other input from ORIA. Happy to relay if that helps, just let me know. Thx.

John

JOHN SHOAFF (HE/HIM/HIS) | DIRECTOR

OFFICE OF AIR POLICY & PROGRAM SUPPORT (OAPPS)

OFFICE OF AIR & RADIATION | U.S. EPA I VVJ(/ NORTH 5442-C

1200 PENNSYLVANIA AVE. NW | MC 6103A | WASHINGTON, D.C. | 20460 | USA
Shemifiohni@ena.goy | 1-202-564-0531 DIRECT | 1-202-257-1755 MOBILE

From: Ferland, Henry <Ferland.Henry@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, October 5, 2021 10:29 AM

To: Shoaff, John <Shoaff.John@epa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.loseph@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas
<Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov>; Nunez, Alejandra <Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov>; Kim, Eunjung <Kim.Eun@epa.gov>
Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan <Lubetsky.Jonathan@epa.gov>; Hockstad, Leif <Hockstad.Leif @epa.gov>

Subject: RE: By COB Today: RED FLAG REVIEW: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate
Importance: High

John et al:

OAP responded with a slightly revised version that included the edit to page 209 that Joe inquired about. Attached
includes that edit, and | also inserted the ORIA language per Joe’s recommendation. So this version should include all
OAR program staff comment to-date.

Best,

H

HENRY FERLAND | INTERNATIONAL COORDINATOR
U.S. EPA OFFICE OF AIR & RADIATION

Ferland Henrv@epa.goy | 1-202-343-9330
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From: Shoaff, John <Shoaif Johni@epa.gov>

Sent: Monday, October 04, 2021 7:31 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman. loseph@@ ena, gov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell Tomas@epa.gov>; Nunez, Alejandra
<MunezAlelandra@epa,gov>; Kim, Eunjung <Kim.Eun@epa.gov>

Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan <Lubstsky Jonathan®@epa.gov>; Hockstad, Leif <Hockstad. Leif @ spagov>; Ferland, Henry
<Fertand Henry@epa gov>

Subject: RE: By COB Today: RED FLAG REVIEW: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate

Thanks Joe. Good catch and question you raise may be an instance where we might not have received an accompanying
edit to the comment so will check on this with OAP in the AM. Thanks!

John

JOHN SHOAFF (HE/HIM/HIS) | DIRECTOR

OFFICE OF AIR POLICY & PROGRAM SUPPORT (OAPPS)

OFFICE OF AIR & RADIATION | U.S. EPA I VVJ(/ NORTH 5442-C

1200 PENNSYLVANIA AVE. NW | MC 6103A | WASHINGTON, D.C. | 20460 | USA
Shemifiohni@ena.goy | 1-202-564-0531 DIRECT | 1-202-257-1755 MOBILE

From: Goffman, Joseph <GotfmanJosephi@epa.gov>

Sent: Monday, October 4, 2021 6:42 PM

To: Shoaff, John <Shgaff. lohn@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov>; Nunez, Alejandra
<Munez Alsiandra@epa.gov>; Kim, Eunjung <Kim. Euniepa.gow>

Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan <jubetsky Jonathan@epa. gov>; Hockstad, Leif <Hockstad. Leif@epa.gov>; Ferland, Henry
<Ferfand.Henrv@epa.sov>

Subject: RE: By COB Today: RED FLAG REVIEW: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate

The edits and comments look straightforward. On 209, did Stephanie make the fix to the problem she flagged. | can’t tell
from her note. The language below is good and we should propose to add it. Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Acting Assistant Administrator

Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Shoaff, John <5hoatf Jehn@epa.gov>

Sent: Monday, October 4, 2021 6:33 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffiman loseph@ epa. gov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell Tomas@epa.gov>; Nunez, Alejandra
<Munez Alsiandra@epa.gov>; Kim, Eunjung <Eim. Eunidepa. gow>

Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan <Lubetsky Jonathan@epa, gov>; Hockstad, Leif <Hockstad. Leif@epa.gov>; Ferland, Henry
<Ferfand. Henry@epa.sov>

Subject: FW: By COB Today: RED FLAG REVIEW: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate
Importance: High

Joe,

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

JOHN SHOAFF (HE/HIM/HIS) | DIRECTOR

OFFICE OF AIR POLICY & PROGRAM SUPPORT (OAPPS)

OFFICE OF AIR & RADIATION | U.S. EPA | W]C NORTH 5442-C

1200 PENNSYLVANIA AVE. NW | MC 6103A | WASHINGTON, D.C. | 20460 | USA
Sheaifichn@ena.goy | 1-202-564-0531 DIRECT | 1-202-257-1755 MOBILE

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman oseph@epa.pov>
Sent: Sunday, October 3, 2021 3:07 PM

ED_006533_00000495-00003
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To: Shoaff, John <Shoaff John@epa.gov>

Cc: Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell Tomas@ena. gov>; Nunez, AIejandra <Munez Alelandra@epa.zov>; Grundler,
Christopher <grundier.christopher@ena.gov>; Tsirigotis, Peter <Vsirigotis. Peter@epa gov>; Dunham, Sarah
<Dnham. Sarsh@epa.gow>

Subject: FW: RED FLAG REVIEW: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate

John — Would you do the honors of reviewing and also collecting *red flag* comments? Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Acting Assistant Administrator

Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alison@epa.gov>

Sent: Sunday, October 3, 2021 3:01 PM

To: McCabe, Janet <Mclabe lanetflepa gov>; Utech, Dan <Utech.Ban@epa gov>; Goffman, Joseph
<Goffman.oseph@epa.zov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell Tomas@epa.gov>; Nunez, Alejandra
<Munsz.Alelandra@epa.gov>

Subject: RED FLAG REVIEW: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate

Hi all,

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Alison

Alison L. Cassady

Deputy Chief of Staff for Policy

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Cell: (202) 941-6036

From: MacHardy, Sonia Aggarwal R. EOP/WHO <Somaﬁ\§§ﬁ;awa Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) |

Sent: Saturday, October 2, 2021 10:51 PM

To: Laura daniel-davis®ios.doigov; Robert Bonnie, USDA <Robert. Bonnie®@usda.gov>; kevin bushi@hud.gov;

lauraschiller@dotgoy; tarak. shahi@hog.doe.goy; Cassady, Alison <Cassady Alisoni@epa.gov>; Porfilio, Jaclyn (Federal
P{)r‘f"iio @doc.gov>; Karen Hyun NOAA Federal <karen.hyuni@noasa.goy>; Feldman Stefanie G. EOP/WHO

<Utm b Dgzm Epa.EOY>) Ramamurtl Bharat R. EOP/WHO <6§mra gmamuriah Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP I

5 Koizumi, Kei EOP/OSTP < Ex 6 Personal Prlvacy (PP) #; Ramoncita.C.Martinez
dhs.zov; Bryan, Joseph SES SD <lgseph.Brvan@sd.mib>;
‘ac,heE,H&z {mz@usdm LEOYS E\Eavak.Ra;@d{)i,gw, Du m,Ha rris-Aikerns@ed.soy; sonallars en@gma,gw;

Arsenio Malaka@hhs.sov; Rachel levine@hhs.pov; Rick Duke, SPEC <PukeREstate gov>;

Catherine. Wolfram@treasury.poy; Yohannes, Meron (Federal <pi¥ohannes@docgov>; lupe.morales@ho.dhs.goy;
Murren, Jack CIV SD <jack.murreni@sd.mil>; Sargrad, Scott <Scoit. Sargrad@ed.zov>; Hickey, Mike J. EOP/OMB

J Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) iZepeda, Elizabeth G <Elizebeth. G Zepeda®hud.goy>; Sara Jordan
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EPA-HQ-2021-5551

Johnn?vz}rt,{znfgﬁti{:asuiy.gov, Flsher, Megan (HHS/OASH <}egan. Fisher Egﬁhhs,guw, Cox, AIexander N. EOP/WHO
<Alexander NM.Cox® _ Aguilera AIIie <Alle. Aguilera®ed.gov>; Gallegos Justina W. EOP/WHO
<j§‘§ t na. W {J&E?{}ﬁ?(} Ex. 6 Personal Prlvacy(PP) ----------------------------

<Magsgie M. Thomas (03"- Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) | Kathryn Stratos <kesirat {af’wu aéd gcw> Notman, Evan (DDI/EEI)
<gnotman@usaid.zoys; susie pauinn@nasa.goy rvan hubbard@nasa.goy; Lambert, Rashahra T. (HQ-AA000)
<rashahra.biambert@nasa.gov>

Cc: Desai, Mausami <Diesal. Mausami@ens. gov>; Fawcett, Allen <Fawsett Allen@ena. pov>; Alsalam, Jameel

<Alsalam Jamest@epa. govy>; Michael Kuperberg i Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i frank.nispold@noas.goy; Caruso, Randy J
<CarusoR]@state gov>; Adams, Kevin M <AdamskKhi2 & state. gov>; Emily Seen <Seenbl@state gov>; Sierra Woodruff
<WoodruffSCiistate, . gov>; Christina Chan <ChanC2 & state.gov>; Dragisic, Christine D <DragisicCh@ state.gov>; Duke,

Richard D <[QukeRD@ state gov>; Carlock, Greg T. EOP/WHO <Gregory. T.Cariock ex ool prvacy ¢r) b
Subject: RE: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate

Hello ali,

Thank you to all of you who submitted comments to improve the United States’ 7th National Communication and 3rd
and 4th Biennial Reports to the UNFCCC.

Here, as promised, is a revised version of the document that you are welcome to share with your Principals. As a
reminder, this document covers actions that happened before the start of the Biden-Harris administration, and is
primarily a transparency document for the Paris Agreement, so we are not expecting this will require Principal review in
most cases. Nevertheless, if there are any comments from Principals before next Tuesday October 5, please share them
with those on the cc line here.

Big thanks to the authors listed on the cc line for their work, and major kudos to Chris Dragisic for her leadership in
getting this done.

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Thanks,
sonia aggarwal and Rick Duke
on behalf of the Domestic Climate Policy Office and the Special Envoy for Climate

From: MacHardy, Sonia Aggarwal R. EOP/WHO

Sent: Monday, September 20, 2021 12:36 PM

To: 'Laura_daniel-davis@ios.doi.gov' <Laura daniel-davis@ios.dolgzov>; '"Robert Bonnie, USDA'

<fobert Bonnie®@usda zov>; 'kevin.bush@hud.gov' <kevin bush@hud gov>; 'laura.schiller@dot.gov'
<lzura.schillerf@dot.gov>; 'tarak.shah@hg.doe.gov' <tarak shahiha.dos.gov>; 'Alison Cassady, EPA'

<Cassady. Alison@epa.gov>; 'Porfilio, Jaclyn (Federal' <iParfilioi@doc. zoyv>; 'Karen Hyun - NOAA Federal’
<karen.m un@nﬁaa,%w Feldman Stefanle G. EOP/WHO <St&fan REN Feidman( Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) .Engl|sh Leandra

Vahising, Candace M EOP/OMB 4 Ex. 6 Personal Prlvacy (PP) i Schory, Dan|eI K EOP/OMB

4 Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) -Ashley, Matt G. EOP/CEQ <}iaithew. G Lea-Ashieyfexoresoarmay rri>; 'Shulman,
Sophie (OST' <5ophie. Shulman@@dot gzov>; 'Utech.Dan@epa.gov' <Utech.Dan@epa.goyw>; 'Lal, Bhavya (HQ-1A000'
<bhavya.ls 5@5“'}&5& gOV>; Ramamurtl Bharat R. EOP/WHO <Bharat. Raman"t r1i£i Ex 6 Personal Privacy (PP) iMayock, Andrew

Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) |Martinez, Cecilia C.
EOP/CEQ <Rg-m=cm‘:. anﬁai‘*mzri nez@; Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) Randolph.alles@hq.dhs.gov' <Randolph.alles@ha.dhs.gov>; 'Bryan,

Joseph SES SD' <loseph. Bryani@sd.mil>; 'Rachel.Heron2@usdoj.gov' <Hachel HeronZ @usdolgov>; 'Nayak.Raj@dol.gov'
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<Mayak.Rai@dol gov>; 'Donna.Harris-Aikens@ed.gov' <Donna. Harris-Alkens@@ed.gov>; 'sonal.larsen@gsa.gov'
<sonallarsen@gsa.zov>; 'Arsenio.Mataka@hhs.gov' <Arsenio. Mataka@@hhs.gov>; 'Rachel.Levine@hhs.gov'
<Bachel.levine@hhs.gov>; 'Rick Duke, SPEC' <DukeRD@state.sov>; 'Catherine.Wolfram@treasury.gov'

<Catherine Wollram®treasury,goyv>; 'Yohannes, Meron (Federal’ <MYohannes@doc.gov>; 'lupe.morales@hq.dhs.gov'
<lupe.morates@ha.dhs.gov>; 'Murren, Jack CIV SD' <fack rurrsn@sd.mib>; 'Sargrad, Scott' <Scott Sargrad@ed.gov>;
Hickey, Mike J. EOP/OMB < Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP} ¢ 'Zepeda, Elizabeth G' <Elizabeth.G Yepeda@hud sov>;

Jordan, Sara L. EOP/CEQ <Sara.L. fordan s seearive e >: 'Zelman, Allison L - OSEC' <Zelrman. Allison. L@ dolgnv>; Grant,

<richard.e kddé cv@mailmil>; 'John.Morton@treasury.gov' <john Morton@®treasury.gov>; 'Fisher, Megan (HHS/OASH'
<Wlegan Fisher@hhs.goy>; Cox, Alexander N. EOP/WHO <Alexander. N, Cox@i e rmn meen >; 'Aguilera, Allie’

<Gavie Tuckett@@ida hhs,pov>; 'SUNSTEIN, CASS' <cass.sunstein@hg.dhs.goy>; Zaidi, Ali A. EOP/WHO

<AHLA. Zaid 6 Personai Privacy (PP} | Thomas, Maggie M. EOP/WHO <agzie. . Thomas @ ex 6 personal privacy (PP) |

Cc: 'Desai, Mausami' <desai.mausami@epa.pov>; Fawcett, Allen <Faweett Allen@epa.gov>; 'Jameel Alsalam’
<aisalam.lameel@epa gov>; 'Michael Kuperberg': Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) : 'frank.niepold@noaa.gov'
<frank.nispold@noasa.gov>; 'Caruso, Randy J' <CarusoRl@state.goy>; 'Adams, Kevin M' <AdamiskM i @ siate zov>; 'Emily
Seen' <Sgenkl@@state.zov>; 'Sierra Woodruff' <WoodrufiSC & state. pov>; 'Christina Chan' <Chan(2 @state.gov>; Dragisic,

Christine D <DragizicCD@siate. goyv>; MacHardy, Sonia Aggarwal R. EOP/WHO <5onia.Apgarwal @ s pasonal privaey (o711 DUke,

Subject: For review: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate

Colleagues,

Please find attached a rough draft of the 7th National Communication and 3rd and 4th Biennial Reports to the
UNFCCC. We are circulating this draft for interagency technical review, and kindly request your feedback by
5pm on Friday September 24. (Input on formatting is not required at this point.) Comments may be sent to
the people on the cc line to this message. We will then incorporate these edits and circulate a revised version
for Principals’ comment. Our aim is to submit this report to the UNFCCC for COP26, which begins October 31.

As you may know, National Communications and Biennial Reports are required reports under the UNFCCC.
These reports were not submitted under the previous administration, and are long overdue. Given the
importance the United States places on transparency under the UNFCCC and the Paris Agreement, coming
back up to date on our reporting is important. The combined National Communication and Biennial Reports
focus on progress through 2020, before the Biden-Harris administration took office, and as such will
complement the National Climate Strategy and Long-Term Strategy currently also under preparation (and
about which we will also continue to communicate with this group). Our next National Communication and
Biennial Report, due in December 2022, will provide an opportunity to report on the ambition of the first two
years of the Biden Administration.

We are very grateful for the input of your experts in providing a critical review of this draft, which includes
chapters drafted by experts throughout the government. The others of us on this “from” line especially tip our
hats to Chris Dragisic for her leadership in pulling this together. (And should your agency have additional
graphic or editorial capacity, we would certainly welcome this support as well.)

Please let us know if you have any questions.

Best,
sonia aggarwal, Rick Duke, Chris Dragisic, Greg Carlock
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Message

From: Gibson, Neshawne [Gibson.Neshawne@epa.gov]
Sent: 10/6/2021 8:09:50 PM

To: Gibson, Neshawne [Gibson.Neshawne@epa.gov]
Subject: Administrator's Weekly Report for 10/6/21

Attachments: Administrator Weekly Report 10.6.21 FINAL.pdf; Administrator Weekly Report 10.6.21 FINAL.docx

Hello Administrator Regan and colleagues,

Attached, please find the Administrator’s Weekly Report (in both PDF and Word), which includes programs and
regional office updates for the week ending October 6, 2021.

Sincerely,

Neshawne Gibson

Office of the Administrator

US Environmental Protection Agency
Phone: (202) 566-1957

Mobile: (202) 603-7617

ED_006533_00000548-00001
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Message

From: Ferland, Henry [Ferland.Henry@epa.gov]
Sent: 10/7/2021 4:14:43 PM
To: Shoaff, John [Shoaff John@epa.gov]; Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; Carbonell, Tomas
[Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov]; Nunez, Alejandra [Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov]; Kim, Eunjung [Kim.Eun@epa.gov]
CC: Lubetsky, Jonathan [Lubetsky.Jonathan@epa.gov]; Hockstad, Leif [Hockstad.Leif@epa.gov]; Henning, Julie
[henning.julie@epa.gov]; Dunham, Sarah [Dunham.Sarah@epa.gov]; Hengst, Benjamin [Hengst.Benjamin@epa.gov]
Subject: RE: By COB 10/5: RED FLAG REVIEW: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate

Attachments: NC7 BR3-4 Compiled Draft 10-1 Clean For Principal Review - OTAQ.docx

Hey all:

OTAQ had a late arriving comment on this — we are past the deadline so may be too late to incorporate {and not sure
who has forwarded this back to AO)...but want to share in case there is a chance of also including this comment. OTAQ
provided some edits to the transport section on climate impacts of regs on light duty and heavy duty vehicles — pages
78, 79 in attached.

Please forward if possible.
Thx,

Henry

HENRY FERLAND | INTERNATIONAL COORDINATOR
U.S. EPA OFFICE OF AIR & RADIATION

Fedand Heorv@epa.gov | 1-202-343-9330

From: Ferland, Henry

Sent: Tuesday, October 05, 2021 10:29 AM

To: Shoaff, John <Shoaff.John@epa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.loseph@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas
<Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov>; Nunez, Alejandra <Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov>; Kim, Eunjung <Kim.Eun@epa.gov>
Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan <Lubetsky.Jonathan@epa.gov>; Hockstad, Leif <Hockstad.Leif @epa.gov>

Subject: RE: By COB Today: RED FLAG REVIEW: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate
importance: High

John et al:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Best,

ED_006533_00000621-00001
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H

HENRY FERLAND | INTERNATIONAL COORDINATOR
U.S. EPA OFFICE OF AIR & RADIATION

Ferland Henrv@epa.goy | 1-202-343-9330

From: Shoaff, John <5hoatf Jehn@epna govy>

Sent: Monday, October 04, 2021 7:31 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffiman. loseph@ epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell Tomas@epa.gov>; Nunez, Alejandra
<Munez Alsiandra@epa.govy>; Kim, Eunjung <Eim. Eunidepa. gow>

Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan <Lubetsky Jonathan@epa gov>; Hockstad, Leif <Hgckstad. Leif@epa.gov>; Ferland, Henry
<Ferland. Henrv@epa. gov>

Subject: RE: By COB Today: RED FLAG REVIEW: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate

e e Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

JOHN SHOAFF (HE/HIM/HIS) | DIRECTOR

OFFICE OF AIR POLICY & PROGRAM SUPPORT (OAPPS)

OFFICE OF AIR & RADIATION | U.S. EPA | WJC NORTH 5442-C

1200 PENNSYLVANIA AVE. NW | MC 6103A | WASHINGTON, D.C. | 20460 | USA
Shoafliohnflesa.soy | 1-202-564-0531 DIRECT | 1-202-257-1755 MOBILE

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman loseph@epa.gowv>

Sent: Monday, October 4, 2021 6:42 PM

To: Shoaff, John <Shoaff john@spa.zov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonsll Tomas@epa.gow>; Nunez, Alejandra
<Munez.Alelandra@epa.gov>; Kim, Eunjung <iim.Eun@iepa.gov>

Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan <iubeisky Jonathan@epa. gov>; Hockstad, Leif <Hockstad. lelf@epa.zov>; Ferland, Henry
<Farland. Henrvi@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: By COB Today: RED FLAG REVIEW: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate

The edits and comments look straightforward. On 209, did Stephanie make the fix to the problem she flagged. | can’t tell
from her note. The language below is good and we should propose to add it. Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Acting Assistant Administrator

Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Shoaff, John <Shgaff John@epa.gov>

Sent: Monday, October 4, 2021 6:33 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Gaffman. Josephd@ epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell. Tomas@spa.gov>; Nunez, Alejandra
<Munez.Alelandra@epa.gov>; Kim, Eunjung <iim.Eun@iepa.gov>

Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan <iubetsky Jonathan@epa.gov>; Hockstad, Leif <Hockstad. leif@epa.gov>; Ferland, Henry
<Farland. Henryi@epa.gov>
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Subject: FW: By COB Today: RED FLAG REVIEW: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate
importance: High

Joe,

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
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JOHN SHOAFF (HE/HIM/HIS) | DIRECTOR

OFFICE OF AIR POLICY & PROGRAM SUPPORT (OAPPS)

OFFICE OF AIR & RADIATION | U.S. EPA | WJC NORTH 5442-C

1200 PENNSYLVANIA AVE. NW | MC 6103A | WASHINGTON, D.C. | 20460 | USA
Shoafliohnflesa.soy | 1-202-564-0531 DIRECT | 1-202-257-1755 MOBILE

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffmar loseph@epa gov>

Sent: Sunday, October 3, 2021 3:07 PM

To: Shoaff, John <Shoaff john@spazou>

Cc: Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov>; Nunez, Alejandra <Nunez Aleiandrafepa.gov>; Grundler,
Christopher <grundier.christopher@epa, gov>; Tsirigotis, Peter <Tsirigotis.Peter@epa,gov>; Dunham, Sarah
<Dunham.Sarsh@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: RED FLAG REVIEW: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate

John — Would you do the honors of reviewing and also collecting *red flag* comments? Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Acting Assistant Administrator

Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Cassady, Alison <Cassady Alison@epa.gow>

Sent: Sunday, October 3, 2021 3:01 PM

To: McCabe, Janet <icCabe Janet@epa gov>; Utech, Dan <Utech.Ban®epa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph
<Goffmanoseph@ena. gov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonall. Toy ﬂa,;@{:;aa.gmw, Nunez, Alejandra
<Munez.Alelandra@epa.gov>

Subject: RED FLAG REVIEW: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate

Hi all,

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Alison

Alison L. Cassady

Deputy Chief of Staff for Policy

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Cell: (202) 941-6036

From: MacHardy, Sonia Aggarwal R. EOP/WHO <Sgniia & narwa%a- Ex. 6 Personal Prlvacy(PP)l
Sent: Saturday, October 2, 2021 10:51 PM
To: Laura daniel-davis@ios.doizov; Robert Bonnie, USDA <Robhert. Bonnie@usda.zov>; kevinbushi@hud.gov;
lauraschiller@doteoy; tarak shah@ha dos.gov; Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alison@ena. gov>; Porfilio, Jaclyn (Federal
<jPOrf'§‘0("d0c goy>; Karen Hyun NOAA Federal <karen. hyun@®noaa.gov>; Feldman, Stefanie G. EOP/WHO

English Leandra EOP/WHO <Lesndra.Englishi ex e rersonal Privacy °7) | Nakagawa, Melanie
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Ex. 6 Personal Prlvacy (PP) i Ramonuta.C.Martinez
.dhs.zov; Bryan, Joseph SES SD <ioseph. Bryan®@sd.mil>;

Racheﬂé 12({2)35540 pcv E\Eavaéf Rai @dcé BV Da . Eé rris-Atkens@ed. pov; sonallarseni@psa.goy;

i‘xr'&;emw.i\ﬂa taka®@hhs.gov; Rachel Levine®@hhs. gov; Rick Duke, SPEC <DuksRD@state. gov>;

Catherine Weolfram@treasury.gov; Yohannes, Meron (Federal <piYohannes@ doo gow>; lupe morales@ha. dhs.gov;

Murren, Jack CIV SD <jack.murreni@sd.mil>; Sargrad, Scott <Scoit. Sargrad@ed.zov>; Hickey, Mike J. EOP/OMB

< Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i Zepeda, Elizabeth G <glizabeth.G Zepeda@hud.gov>; Sara Jordan

<SaralJdordapmrrTTTrTTT > Zelman, Allison L - OSEC <Zelman. Allison. L@ dolgov>; Grant, Eva B. EOP/CEQ

<Eva B.Gramdg & Fersonal rvaey (°9) Kidd, Richard G IV SES OSD QUSD A-S (USA <richard.z kiddd.chvilmail.mib>;

lohn Morton@ireasury.gov; Fisher, Megan (HHS/OASH <iiezan Fisher@hhs.govw>; Cox, Alexander N. EOP/WHO

<A§exander \E {0351 Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) iAguilera AIIie <Alle Aguilera®ed.gov>; Gallegos Justina W. EOP/WHO

<E<;5 i iew} tozier Qiu Eﬁ’h > Tuckett Gayle <Ga e, Tutfw 1@ fda hhs.gov>; SUNSTEIN CASS

<gass. sunstein@hg.dhs.gov>; Ali Zaidi <Al A Zaidid Ex 6 personal Privacy (PP) iThomas, Maggie M. EOP/WHO
<Maggie WM. Thomash ex e Personal Privacy (pP) Bithryn Stratos <ksiratosd@Busald.gov>; Notman, Evan (DDI/EEL)
<gnotman@usaid zov>; susie. pouinni@®nasa.goy; rvan hubbard®nasa.gov; Lambert, Rashahra T. (HQ-AA000)
<rashahratiambert@nasa.sov>

Cc: Desai, Mausami <Dasal Mausami@ens. govw>; Fawcett, Allen <Fawcett Allen@ens zovw>; Alsalam, Jameel
<Alsalam Jamesi@epa.gov>; Michael Kuperbergi Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP b frankeniepold@noas.goy; Caruso, Randy J
<CarusoRl@state gov>; Adams, Kevin M <AdamsKW 2 i state. gov>; Emily Seen <Seenkl@state.gov>; Sierra Woodruff
<WoodruffSCiBstate.gov>; Christina Chan <{han(2 @ stats.gov>; Dragisic, Christine D <DragisicChifisiate.zov>; Duke,
Richard D <DukeRD@state. gov>; Carlock, Greg T. EOP/WHO <Gregory. T.Carlocks ex 6 personal Privacy (PP) |

Subject: RE: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate

Hello ali,

Thank you to all of you who submitted comments to improve the United States’ 7th National Communication and 3rd
and 4th Biennial Reports to the UNFCCC.

Here, as promised, is a revised version of the document that you are welcome to share with your Principals. As a
reminder, this document covers actions that happened before the start of the Biden-Harris administration, and is
primarily a transparency document for the Paris Agreement, so we are not expecting this will require Principal review in
most cases. Nevertheless, if there are any comments from Principals before next Tuesday October 5, please share them
with those on the cc line here.

Big thanks to the authors listed on the cc line for their work, and major kudos to Chris Dragisic for her leadership in
getting this done.

We will be back in touch with this group with more on the National Climate Strategy, the Long-Term Strategy, and the
Adaptation Communication, which are the other climate volumes we are planning to release at the beginning of
November.

Thanks,
sonia aggarwal and Rick Duke
on behalf of the Domestic Climate Policy Office and the Special Envoy for Climate

From: MacHardy, Sonia Aggarwal R. EOP/WHO

Sent: Monday, September 20, 2021 12:36 PM

To: 'Laura_daniel-davis@ios.doi.gov' <Lzura danjel-davis@ics.dobgov>; '"Robert Bonnie, USDA'
<Bobert. Bonnie®@usda.gzov>; 'kevin.bush@hud.gov' <kevin bush@hud gov>; 'laura.schiller@dot.gov’
<lsura.schiller@dot.gow>; 'tarak.shah@hg.doe.gov' <tarak shah@ho.dos.gow>; 'Alison Cassady, EPA'
<{Cassady. Alisonf@epa.gov>; 'Porfilio, Jaclyn (Federal' <iForfilin@doc.zov>; 'Karen Hyun - NOAA Federal'
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<karen.hvun®noaa.gov>; Feldman, Stefanie G. EOP/WHO <Stefanie.G.Feldmand ex e personal privacy pp) 'ENgGlish, Leandra

EOP/WHO <iszandra. English @ Bteroariag ool

Vahising, Candace M. EOP/OMB <
i Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP)

Joseph SES SD' <loseph. Bryan@sd.mil>; 'Rachel.Heron2@usdoj.gov' <Hachel HeronZ@usdolgov>; 'Nayak.Raj@dol.gov'
<Mayak.Rai@dol.gov>; 'Donna.Harris-Aikens@ed.gov' <Donna. Harris-Aikens@ed. gov>; 'sonal.larsen@gsa.gov'
<sonallarsen@gsa.zov>; 'Arsenio.Mataka@hhs.gov' <Arsenio. Mataka@@hhs.gov>; 'Rachel.Levine@hhs.gov'
<Bachel.levine@hhs.gov>; 'Rick Duke, SPEC' <DukeRD@state . sov>; 'Catherine.Wolfram@treasury.gov'

<Catherine Wollram®treasury,gov>; 'Yohannes, Meron (Federal’ <MYohannes@doo.zov>; 'lupe.morales@hq.dhs.gov'
<lupe.morales@ha.dhs.gov>; 'Murren, Jack CIV SD' <fack. rurrsn@sd.mib>; 'Sargrad, Scott' <Scott. Sargrad@ed.gov>;

Hickey, Mike J. EOP/OMB i Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) Zepeda, Elizabeth G' <Elizabeth.G.Zepeda@hud.gov>;
Jordan, Sara L. EOP/CEQ <Sara. L. fordand onalprivecy PP) 1 'Zelman, Allison L - OSEC' <Zelman. Allison. L@ dolgny>; Grant,

<richard.g kiddé.civ@mail.mil>; 'John.Morton@treasury.gov' <lohn. Morton@irsasury.gov>; 'Fisher, Megan (HHS/OASH'
<Msugan.Fishar @hhs.gov>; Cox, Alexander N. EOP/WHO <Alssander, M.Coxd® _ Aguilera, Allie'
<pllie. Aguilera@ed.gov>; Gallegos, Justina W. EOP/WHO <Justina. W .Gallego . 0 Personel Frivecy (7F) >; McLaurin, Juschelle D.

EOP/CEQ <jglrnclauring e srmoa e em 2; 'TOZIER, KATHLEEN' <kathieen.tozier@hag.dhs.gov>; Tuckett, Gayle'

<Gay§e.?‘ue:§(eizii@fda,h?;s.gow; 'SUNSTEIN, CASS' <cass.sunstein@@ha.dhs.gny>; Zaidi, Ali A. EOP/WHO

Cc: 'Desai, Mausami' <gesai.mausami@epa.pov>; Fawcett, Allen <Faweett Allen@epa.pov>; 'Jameel Alsalam’
<alsalam.lameel@epa gov>; 'Michael Kuperberg' 4 Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) ‘frank.niepold@noaa.gov'
<frank.nispold@nosa.gov>; 'Caruso, Randy J' <CarusoRl@state.gov>; 'Adams, Kevin M' <AdamiskM i @ siate zov>; 'Emily
Seen' <Sgenkl@state.zov>; 'Sierra Woodruff' <WoodrufiSC & skate, goy>; 'Christina Chan' <Chan(2 @ state.gov>; Dragisic,

Subject: For review: National Communication and Biennial Report on Climate

Colleagues,

Please find attached a rough draft of the 7th National Communication and 3rd and 4th Biennial Reports to the
UNFCCC. We are circulating this draft for interagency technical review, and kindly request your feedback by
5pm on Friday September 24. (Input on formatting is not required at this point.) Comments may be sent to
the people on the cc line to this message. We will then incorporate these edits and circulate a revised version
for Principals’ comment. Our aim is to submit this report to the UNFCCC for COP26, which begins October 31.

As you may know, National Communications and Biennial Reports are required reports under the UNFCCC.
These reports were not submitted under the previous administration, and are long overdue. Given the
importance the United States places on transparency under the UNFCCC and the Paris Agreement, coming
back up to date on our reporting is important. The combined National Communication and Biennial Reports
focus on progress through 2020, before the Biden-Harris administration took office, and as such will
complement the National Climate Strategy and Long-Term Strategy currently also under preparation (and
about which we will also continue to communicate with this group). Our next National Communication and
Biennial Report, due in December 2022, will provide an opportunity to report on the ambition of the first two
vears of the Biden Administration.

We are very grateful for the input of your experts in providing a critical review of this draft, which includes
chapters drafted by experts throughout the government. The others of us on this “from” line especially tip our
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hats to Chris Dragisic for her leadership in pulling this together. {And should your agency have additional
graphic or editorial capacity, we would certainly welcome this support as well.)

Please let us know if you have any questions.

Best,
sonia aggarwal, Rick Duke, Chris Dragisic, Greg Carlock
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Message

From: Gibson, Neshawne [Gibson.Neshawne@epa.gov]
Sent: 10/13/2021 10:03:48 PM

To: Gibson, Neshawne [Gibson.Neshawne@epa.gov]
Subject: Administrator's Weekly Report for 10/13/21

Attachments: Administrator Weekly Report 10.13.21 FINAL.pdf; Administrator Weekly Report 10.13.21 FINAL.docx

Hello Administrator Regan and colleagues,

Attached, please find the Administrator’s Weekly Report (in both PDF and Word), which includes programs and
regional office updates for the week ending October 13, 2021.

Sincerely,

Neshawne Gibson

Office of the Administrator

US Environmental Protection Agency
Phone: (202) 566-1957

Mobile: (202) 603-7617

ED_006533_00000651-00001
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Message

From: Gibson, Neshawne [Gibson.Neshawne@epa.gov]
Sent: 10/20/2021 10:14:45 PM

To: Gibson, Neshawne [Gibson.Neshawne@epa.gov]
Subject: Administrator's Weekly Report for 10/20/21

Attachments: Administrator Weekly Report 10.20.21 FINAL.pdf; Administrator Weekly Report 10.20.21 FINAL.docx

Hello Administrator Regan and colleagues,

Attached, please find the Administrator’s Weekly Report (in both PDF and Word), which includes programs and
regional office updates for the week ending October 20, 2021.

Sincerely,

Neshawne Gibson

Office of the Administrator

US Environmental Protection Agency
Phone: (202) 566-1957

Mobile: (202) 603-7617

ED_006533_00000782-00001
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Message

From: Campbell, Ann [Campbell. Ann@epa.gov]

Sent: 10/27/2021 7:56:33 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]
Subject: FW: Deputies Meeting Package_Maternal Health.docx

Attachments: Maternal Health IPC_Compiled Agency Submissions JUN2021.pdf; IPC EPA slide deck 08112 1.pptx; Deputies Meeting
Package_Maternal Health.docx

Joe, I was in your inbox looking for other emails we discussed earlier and saw this. Do you have OAPPS or anyone
working on this already?

Ann (Campbell) Ferrio

Chief of Staff

EPA/Office of Air and Radiation
Office: 202 566 1370

From: Briskin, Jeanne <Briskin.Jeanne@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, October 27, 2021 2:25 PM

To: Arroyo, Victoria <Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov>; Frey, Christopher <Frey.Christopher@epa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph
<Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>; Waterhouse, Cariton <Waterhouse.Carlton@epa.gov>; Freedhoff, Michal
<Freedhoff.Michal@epa.gov>; Fox, Radhika <Fox.Radhika@epa.gov>; Fine, Philip <Fine.Philip@epa.gov>; Niebling,
William <Niebling.William@epa.gov>

Cc: Monger, Jon <Monger.Jon@epa.gov>; Atkinson, Emily <Atkinson.Emily@epa.gov>; Drinkard, Andrea
<Drinkard.Andrea@epa.gov>; Dzubow, Rebecca <Dzubow.Rebecca@epa.gov>; Robiou, Grace <Robiou.Grace@epa.gov>;
Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady.Alison@epa.gov>; McCabe, Janet
<McCabe.Janet@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Deputies Meeting Package_Maternal Health.docx

Dear Colleagues,

We have been granted a short extension on our comments. We had requested your comments by noon today. Please
provide them instead by COB tomorrow.

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

We appreciate your input and ideas for including an environmental health perspective to this initiative on maternal
health.

Best,
Jeanne

From: Briskin, Jeanne
Sent: Monday, October 25, 2021 7:30 PM

ED_006533_00000845-00001
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To: Arroyo, Victoria <Arroyo. Victoria@epa. gov>; Frey, Christopher <Frey. Christopher@epa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph
<Gofiman.loseph@@epa.goy>;, Waterhouse, Carlton <Waterhouse Carlion@epa.gov>; Freedhoff, Michal
<Fresedhoff.Michal@epa.gov>; Fox, Radhika <Fox Radhika®@epa.gov>; Fine, Philip <Fine. Philip@epa.gov>; Niebling,
William <Niebling Willlam@epa.gov>

Cc: Monger, Jon <Muonger. Joniepa.gov>; Atkinson, Emily <Atkinson. Emilv@epa.goy>; Drinkard, Andrea

<Drinkard. Andrea@epa.gov>; 'Dzubow, Rebecca' <Dzubow, Rebecca@epa. gov>; Robiou, Grace
<Robiou.Gracedepa.gov>; Utech, Dan <Uisch.Dani@ena.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady Alisun@epa.gov>; McCabe,
Janet <MeCabe Janet@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Deputies Meeting Package_Maternal Health.docx

Dear Colleagues,
Janet sent this around last Thursday and has asked us to take the lead on providing comments to this committee.

The Office of Children’s Health Protection (OCHP) has been working with this committee over the last several
months. Attached for your information is the compilation of Agency work for which provided input. |briefed the
group in August and provided the attached presentation to the committee.

OCHP is happy to consolidate all of the EPA input on this draft blueprint. Our comments are due COB Wednesday
10/27. Please send your comments directly to Rebecca Dzubow {gzubow. rebecca®epa.gov) no later than 12 noon
Wednesday.

Best,
Jeanne

Jeanne Briskin
Director, Office of Children’s Health Protection
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

(202) 564-4583
http://www.epa.gov/children

https://www.epa.gov/schools
https://www.epa.gov/aboutepa/about-office-childrens-health-protection-ochp

From: McCabe, Janet <}MoCabe. Janet@epa.gov>

Sent: Thursday, October 21, 2021 10:15 PM

To: Arroyo, Victoria <Arrovo. Victoria@epa.gov>; Briskin, Jeanne <Briskin eanne@eapa.gov>; Frey, Christopher
<Frey.Christopher@epa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa gov>; Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>;
Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alison@epa.goy>; Waterhouse, Carlton <Waterhouss Carlton@ena. gov>; Freedhoff, Michal
<fFreedhoff.Michal@epa.gov>; Fox, Radhika <Fox. Radhika@epa.gov>; Fine, Philip <Fing Philipt@epa.gov>; Niebling,
William <Miehling Willlam@epa.gow>

Cc: McCabe, Janet <icCabe. fanst@epa.gov>; Monger, Jon <Muanger Jon@epa.goy>; Atkinson, Emily

<Atkinson. Emilvi@epa.gov>; Drinkard, Andrea <Drinkard. Andreafepa.gov>

Subject: FW: Deputies Meeting Package_Maternal Health.docx

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

ED_006533_00000845-00002
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

It would be great for any or all of your offices to read and provide any suggestions you have. By separate note, | will ask
someone to take the lead on coordinating this for EPA. please think about who from your office would be a good

contact.
Thanks!

Janet

ED_006533_00000845-00003
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Message

From: Campbell, Ann [Campbell. Ann@epa.gov]

Sent: 10/29/2021 6:34:08 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov]; Nunez, Alejandra

[Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov]; Kim, Eunjung [Kim.Eun@epa.gov]; Shaw, Betsy [Shaw.Betsy@epa.gov]; Millett, John
[Millett.John@epa.gov]; Deluca, Isabel [DelLuca.lsabel@epa.gov]; Shoaff, John [Shoaff.John@epa.gov]; Lubetsky,
Jonathan [Lubetsky.Jonathan@epa.gov]; Mcquilkin, Wendy [Mcquilkin.Wendy@epa.gov]; Tsirigotis, Peter
[Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov]; Koerber, Mike [Koerber.Mike@epa.gov]; iglesias, Amber [Iglesias.Amber@epa.govj;
OAQPSREGPROCESSING [CAQPSREGPROCESSING@epa.gov]; Biton, Leiran [biton.leiran@epa.gov]; Hooper, Daniel
[hooper.daniel@epa.gov]

Subject: SIGNED: National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants: Refractory Products Manufacturing Residual Risk
and Technology Review

Attachments: SAN 7527 Refractories RTR Final Rule Preamble and Amendatory Rule Text_adminMR.docx

Ann (Campbell) Ferrio

Chief of Staff

EPA/Office of Air and Radiation
Office: 202 566 1370

From: Wachter, Eric <Wachter.Eric@epa.gov>

Sent: Friday, October 29, 2021 2:24 PM

To: Pritchard, Eileen <Pritchard.Eileen@epa.gov>

Cc: Campbell, Ann <Campbell. Ann@epa.gov>; Gaines, Cynthia <Gaines.Cynthia@epa.gov>; Grantham, Nancy
<Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov>

Subject: Signed: National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Poliutants: Refractory Products Manufacturing Residual
Risk and Technology Review

Hi, Eileen,
Please see the attached digitally signed by the Administrator.
Thank you.

Eric E. Wachter

Director

Office of the Executive Secretariat
{202} 564-1878 (o)

{202} 813-3252 {m)

he/him/his

ED_006533_00000854-00001
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Message

From: Campbell, Ann [Campbell. Ann@epa.gov]

Sent: 11/2/2021 2:31:37 AM

To: Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov]; Nunez, Alejandra

[Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov]; Kim, Eunjung [Kim.Eun@epa.gov]; Shaw, Betsy [Shaw.Betsy@epa.gov]; Millett, John
[Millett.John@epa.gov]; Deluca, Isabel [DelLuca.lsabel@epa.gov]; Shoaff, John [Shoaff.John@epa.gov]; Lubetsky,
Jonathan [Lubetsky.Jonathan@epa.gov]; Mcquilkin, Wendy [Mcquilkin.Wendy@epa.gov]; Tsirigotis, Peter
[Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov]; Koerber, Mike [Koerber.Mike@epa.gov]; iglesias, Amber [Iglesias.Amber@epa.govj;
OAQPSREGPROCESSING [CAQPSREGPROCESSING@epa.gov]; Biton, Leiran [biton.leiran@epa.gov]

Subject: SIGNED: Carbon Black Cyanide RTR Final Rule

Attachments: SAN 7523_Carbon Black_Cyanide Chemicals_RTR Final Rule_adminMSR.docx

Ann (Campbell) Ferrio

Chief of Staff

EPA/Office of Air and Radiation
Office: 202 566 1370

From: Wachter, Eric <Wachter.Eric@epa.gov>

Sent: Monday, November 1, 2021 10:06 PM

To: Pritchard, Eileen <Pritchard.Eileen@epa.gov>

Cc¢: Gaines, Cynthia <Gaines.Cynthia@epa.gov>; Campbell, Ann <Campbell. Ann@epa.gov>; Grantham, Nancy
<Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov>

Subject: Signed: Carbon Black Cyanide

Hi, Eileen,

Please see the attached digitally signed rule from the Administrator.
Thank you,

Eric

Eric E. Wachter

Director

Office of the Executive Secretariat
{202} 564-1878 (o)

{202} 813-3252 {m)

he/him/his
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Message

From: Campbell, Ann [Campbell. Ann@epa.gov]

Sent: 11/2/2021 2:32:48 AM

To: Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov]; Nunez, Alejandra

[Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov]; Kim, Eunjung [Kim.Eun@epa.gov]; Shaw, Betsy [Shaw.Betsy@epa.gov]; Millett, John
[Millett.John@epa.gov]; Deluca, Isabel [DelLuca.lsabel@epa.gov]; Shoaff, John [Shoaff.John@epa.gov]; Lubetsky,
Jonathan [Lubetsky.Jonathan@epa.gov]; Mcquilkin, Wendy [Mcquilkin.Wendy@epa.gov]; Tsirigotis, Peter
[Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov]; Koerber, Mike [Koerber.Mike@epa.gov]; iglesias, Amber [Iglesias.Amber@epa.govj;
OAQPSREGPROCESSING [OAQPSREGPROCESSING@epa.gov]; Biton, Leiran [biton.leiran@epa.gov]

Subject: SIGNED: NESHAP Paint Stripping/Surface Coating

Attachments: SAN8339 FRN 6H Proposal Preamble 290ct21_SSM-OFR-PRA-OCSPP-2_RfC_clean_AdminMSR.docx

Ann (Campbell) Ferrio

Chief of Staff

EPA/Office of Air and Radiation
Office: 202 566 1370

From: Wachter, Eric <Wachter.Eric@epa.gov>

Sent: Monday, November 1, 2021 10:06 PM

To: Pritchard, Eileen <Pritchard.Eileen@epa.gov>

Cc¢: Gaines, Cynthia <Gaines.Cynthia@epa.gov>; Campbell, Ann <Campbell. Ann@epa.gov>; Grantham, Nancy
<Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov>

Subject: Signed: NESHAP Pain Stripping/Surface Coating

Hi, Eileen,

Please see the attached digitally signed rule from the Administrator.
Thank you,

Eric

Eric E. Wachter

Director

Office of the Executive Secretariat
{202} 564-1878 (o)

{202} 813-3252 {m)

he/him/his

ED_006533_00000870-00001
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Message

From: Campbell, Ann [Campbell. Ann@epa.gov]

Sent: 11/2/2021 2:34:47 AM

To: Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov]; Nunez, Alejandra

[Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov]; Kim, Eunjung [Kim.Eun@epa.gov]; Shaw, Betsy [Shaw.Betsy@epa.gov]; Millett, John
[Millett.John@epa.gov]; Deluca, Isabel [Deluca.lsabel@epa.gov]; Shoaff, John [Shoaff.John@epa.gov]; Lubetsky,
Jonathan [Lubetsky.Jonathan@epa.gov]; Mcquilkin, Wendy [Mcquilkin.Wendy@epa.gov]; Tsirigotis, Peter
[Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov]; Koerber, Mike [Koerber.Mike@epa.gov]; Culligan, Kevin [Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov];
Cozzie, David [Cozzie.David@epa.gov]; Davis, Alison [Davis.Alison@epa.gov]; Iglesias, Amber
[Iglesias.Amber@epa.gov]; OAQPSREGPROCESSING [OAQPSREGPROCESSING@epa.gov]; Biton, Leiran
[biton.leiran@epa.gov]

Subject: SIGNED: NSPS for Crude Oil and Natural Gas Facilities

Attachments: SAN 8510 ONG Climate Review Proposal FRN 2021.10.29_adminMSR.docx

Ann (Campbell) Ferrio

Chief of Staff

EPA/Office of Air and Radiation
Office: 202 566 1370

From: Wachter, Eric <Wachter.Eric@epa.gov>

Sent: Monday, November 1, 2021 10:06 PM

To: Pritchard, Eileen <Pritchard.Eileen@epa.gov>

Cc¢: Gaines, Cynthia <Gaines.Cynthia@epa.gov>; Campbell, Ann <Campbell. Ann@epa.gov>; Grantham, Nancy
<Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov>

Subject: Signed: NSPS for Crude Oil and Natural Gas Facilities

Hi, Eileen,

Please see the attached digitally signed rule from the Administrator.
Thank you,

Eric

Eric E. Wachter

Director

Office of the Executive Secretariat
{202} 564-1878 {o)

{202} 813-3252 {m)

he/him/his
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Message

From: Gibson, Neshawne [Gibson.Neshawne@epa.gov]
Sent: 11/3/2021 8:50:10 PM

To: Gibson, Neshawne [Gibson.Neshawne@epa.gov]
Subject: Administrator's Weekly Report for 11/3/21

Attachments: Administrator Weekly Report 11.3.21 FINAL.pdf; Administrator Weekly Report 11.3.21 FINAL.docx

Hello Administrator Regan and colleagues,

Attached, please find the Administrator’s Weekly Report (in both PDF and Word), which includes programs and
regional office updates for the week ending November 4, 2021.

Sincerely,

Neshawne Gibson

Office of the Administrator

US Environmental Protection Agency
Phone: (202) 566-1957

Mobile: (202) 603-7617

ED_006533_00000896-00001
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Message

From: McCabe, Janet [McCabe.Janet@epa.gov]

Sent: 11/10/2021 10:03:05 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; Utech, Dan [Utech.Dan@epa.gov]
CC: Cassady, Alison [Cassady.Alison@epa.gov]; Campbell, Ann [Campbell.Ann@epa.gov]
Subject: RE: draft cpo agenda

Sorry—didn’t see this Joe. It was fine that you missed.

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, November 10, 2021 4:37 PM

To: Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>

Cc: McCabe, Janet <McCabe.Janet@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady.Alison@epa.gov>; Campbell, Ann
<Campbell.Ann@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: draft cpo agenda

Fine if you don’t buf: Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP) EThanks.

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 10, 2021, at 2:00 PM, Utech, Dan <Uitech. Dan@epa. gov> wrote:

Yes. | think that’s where we are. And we may even have uploaded by the time of the meeting.

From: Goffman, Joseph <GoffmanJoseph@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, November 10, 2021 9:00 AM

To: Utech, Dan <Utech. Dan@apa.goy>

Cc: McCabe, Janet <}oCabe laneti@epa gnv>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady Allsonens gov>
Subject: Re: draft cpo agenda

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 10, 2021, at 1:57 PM, Utech, Dan <litech.Dani@epa.gov> wrote:

Not in any particular order

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

ED_006533_00000936-00001
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Message

From: Gibson, Neshawne [Gibson.Neshawne@epa.gov]
Sent: 11/23/2021 10:45:18 PM

To: Gibson, Neshawne [Gibson.Neshawne@epa.gov]
Subject: Administrator's Weekly Report for 11/23/21

Attachments: Administrator Weekly Report 11.23.21 FINAL.pdf; Administrator Weekly Report 11.23.21 FINAL.docx

Hello Administrator Regan and colleagues,

Attached, please find the Administrator’s Weekly Report (in both PDF and Word), which includes programs and
regional office updates for the week ending November 23, 2021.

Sincerely,

Neshawne Gibson

Office of the Administrator

US Environmental Protection Agency
Phone: (202) 566-1957

Mobile: (202) 603-7617

ED_006533_00000996-00001
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Message

From: Hoffman, Howard [hoffman.howard@epa.gov]

Sent: 11/25/2021 12:08:47 AM

To: McCabe, Janet [McCabe.Janet@epa.gov]; Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; Arroyo, Victoria
[Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov]

CC: Prieto, Jeffrey [Prieto.Jeffrey@epa.gov]; Payne, James (Jim) [payne.james@epa.gov]; Srinivasan, Gautam

[Srinivasan.Gautam@epa.gov]; Marks, Matthew [Marks.Matthew@epa.gov]; Hogan, Stephanie
[Hogan.Stephanie@epa.gov]; Vijayan, Abi [Vijayan.Abi@epa.gov]; Jordan, Scott [Jordan.Scott@epa.gov]; Schramm,
Daniel [Schramm.Daniel@epa.gov]; Greenglass, Nora [Greenglass.Nora@epa.gov]; Garfinkle, Stacey
[garfinkle.stacey@epa.gov]

Subject: FW: explanatory email to Janet McCabe, Joe Goffman, and Vicki Arroyo? -- RE: Time-sensitive: Draft of EPA letter to
DOJ Recommending Position for Brief in SCOTUS CPP Repeal/ACE Rule Case -- please review by 11/24/21 10:00am

Attachments: Letter to Todd Kim from Jeffrey Prieto re EPA Recommendation for Briefing in West VA v EPA No. 20-1530 (S Ct --
Amn Lung Assn - ACE Rule) Nov 24 2021.pdf

| thought I'd add few words to Jeff’s email below:

Ex. 5 Attorney Client (AC)

Happy holiday, all.

From: Prieto, Jeffrey <Pristo feffrevi@ena.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, November 24, 2021 10:41 AM

ED_006533_00001011-00001
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To: Arroyo, Victoria <Arroyo Victoria@epa. gov>; McCabe, Janet <McCabe Janst@epa gov>; Goffman, Joseph
<Goffman.Joseph@ena.gov>

Cc: Hoffman, Howard <hizffman.howard@epa.gov>; Payne, James (Jim) <gayne.jamesi@epa.goy>; Srinivasan, Gautam
<Srinivasan.Gautam@epa.gov>; Marks, Matthew <Marks. Matthew@epa, gov>

Subject: RE: Time-sensitive: Draft of EPA letter to DOJ Recommending Position for Brief in SCOTUS CPP Repeal/ACE Rule
Case -- please review by 11/24/21 10:00am

Hi Janet, Joe, and Vicki,

Thank you for your expert comments!

Ex. 5 Attorney Client (AC)

Thank you all for your support on this important step of a yet to be determined process of the Solicitor General making a
final decision on how best to proceed.

Jeff

From: Arroyo, Victoria <Arroyo. Victoria@ena zov>

Sent: Wednesday, November 24, 2021 8:04 AM

To: McCabe, Janet <}ic{abe Janet@eps.gov>; Goffman, Joseph <Goffmanloseph@epa.gov>

Cc: Hoffman, Howard <hoffman. howard@epa.gov>; Prieto, Jeffrey <Prieto Jeffrev@epa.gov>; Payne, James (Jim)
<pavhelames@epa.goy>; Srinivasan, Gautam <Srinivasan,Gaulami@sna, goy>; Marks, Matthew

<Mlarks Matthew@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Time-sensitive: Draft of EPA letter to DOJ Recommending Position for Brief in SCOTUS CPP Repeal/ACE Rule
Case -- please review by 11/24/21 10:00am

Thanks for including me and I'll just say first that OGC is doing a great job in trying to navigate the twists and turns of this
very difficult terrain, and we’re all grateful for that! | am especially happy that Jeff is now here, and | certainly defer to
him and others on the best path forward given the Administrator’s decision.

ED_006533_00001011-00002
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Ex. 5 Attorney Client (AC)

Hope this helps and that we can all enjoy some real (not virtual) hiking trails and the outdoors this holiday
weekend. Happy Thanksgiving!

Best,

Vicki

From: McCabe, Janet <}cLabe Janet@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, November 23, 2021 8:20 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffiman loseph@ ena. gov>

Cc: Hoffman, Howard <hoffman. howard@epa.gov>; Arroyo, Victoria <Asrove Victoriai@epa.gov>; Prieto, Jeffrey
<Prietedeffrey@epa.gov>; Payne, James (Jim) <payvne.james@epa.gov>; Srinivasan, Gautam
<Srinivasan.Gautam@ena.goy>; Marks, Matthew <Marks.Matthew@epa.pov>

Subject: Re: Time-sensitive: Draft of EPA letter to DOJ Recommending Position for Brief in SCOTUS CPP Repeal/ACE Rule
Case -- please review by 11/24/21 10:00am

Ex. 5 Attorney Client (AC) .

Sent from my iPad

On Nov 23, 2021, at 7:19 PM, Goffman, Joseph <Goffmandoseph@ epa.gov> wrote:

Ex. 5 Attorney Client (AC)

ED_006533_00001011-00003
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Ex. 5 Attorney Client (AC)

Thanks, again, for considering. Feel free not to spend your limited time and energy responding to my comments in the
likely event you don’t find them useful.

Best,
Joe

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Hoffman, Howard <hoffman. howard @epa.gov>

Sent: Monday, November 22, 2021 9:22 PM

To: McCabe, Janet <McCabe janet@epa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.oseph@epa.zov>; Arroyo, Victoria

<Arrovo Victoria@@epa gov>; Prieto, Jeffrey <Pristo Jeffray@ ena goy>: Payne, James (Jim) <gayns iames@epa soy>

Cc¢: Srinivasan, Gautam <&rinivasan.Gautam@epa.gov>; Marks, Matthew <Marks Matthew @ epa.gov>; Hogan, Stephanie
<Hogan.Stephanie®@epa.goy>; Vijayan, Abi <Viiavan Abli@epa.gov>; Jordan, Scott <jordan.Scoti@epa.pov>; Greenglass,
Nora <Gresnglass. Nora@spagov>; Schramm, Daniel <Schrarn.Daniel@spa.gov>; Garfinkle, Stacey

<garfinkle stacev@epa.gov>

Subject: Time-sensitive: Draft of EPA letter to DOJ Recommending Position for Brief in SCOTUS CPP Repeal/ACE Rule
Case -- please review by 11/24/21 10:00am

Attached is a draft of a letter to DOJ and the SG’s office describing EPA’s recommended position to take in the merits
brief for the SCOTUS CPP/ACE Rule case.

Ex. 5 Attorney Client (AC)

Please note that we drafters are still mid-stream with this letter, and you will see indications of that throughout. But we
think that this draft does include the main substantive points.

Howard J. Hoffman USEPA-OGC-ARLO (202) 564-5582(0) (240)-401-9721(C) Room 7415 WJC-North
Mailing address: Mail Code 7344A, 1200 Pennsylvania Ave. NW Washington, D.C. 20460

The contents of this message may be subject to the attorney-client, work-product, or deliberative process privileges.

ED_006533_00001011-00004
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<lLetter to Todd Kim re EPA position on SCOTUS ACE Rule case_11-22-21 9pm jg.docx>
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Message

From: Lance, Kathleen [Lance.Kathleen@epa.gov]

Sent: 12/9/2021 9:18:03 PM

To: Tsirigotis, Peter [Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov]; Utech, Dan [Utech.Dan@epa.gov]; Cassady, Alison
[Cassady.Alison@epa.gov]; Lucey, John [Lucey.John.D@epa.gov]; Arroyo, Victoria [Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov];
Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov]; Koerber, Mike
[Koerber.Mike@epa.gov]; Lin, Walter [lin.walter@epa.gov]; Sasser, Erika [Sasser.Erika@epa.gov]; Jones, Rhea
[Jones.Rhea@epa.gov]; Rimer, Kelly [Rimer.Kelly@epa.gov]; Moeller, Michael [moeller.michael@epa.gov]; Woody,
Matt [Woody.Matt@epa.gov]; Houyoux, Marc [Houyoux.Marc@epa.gov]; Ndoh, Tina [Ndoh.Tina@epa.gov};
Shrager, Brian [Shrager.Brian@epa.gov]; Howard, Jodi [Howard.Jodi@epa.gov]; Shine, Brenda
[Shine.Brenda@epa.gov]; Ward, Hillary [Ward.Hillary@epa.gov]; Moeller, Njeri [Moeller.Njeri@epa.gov]; Benedict,
Kristen [Benedict.Kristen@epa.gov]; Terry, Sara [Terry.Sara@epa.gov}]; Sarsony, Chris [Sarsony.Chris@epa.gov];
Chan, Elizabeth [Chan.Elizabeth@epa.gov]; Vasu, Amy [Vasu.Amy@epa.gov]; Kim, Eunjung [Kim.Eun@epa.gov];
Campbell, Ann [Campbell.Ann@epa.gov]; McCabe, Janet [McCabe.Janet@epa.gov]; Nunez, Alejandra
[Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov]; Shoaff, John [Shoaff.John@epa.gov]; Shaw, Betsy [Shaw.Betsy@epa.gov]; Noonan,
Jenny [Noonan.Jenny@epa.gov]; Lassiter, Penny [Lassiter.Penny@epa.gov]; Wood, Anna [Wood.Anna@epa.gov]

CC: Lance, Kathleen [Lance.Kathieen@epa.gov]; Morgan, Ashley [Morgan.Ashley.M@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: Video-call: EJ and Air Toxics Regulations

Attachments: 2021 12 10 OAR Briefing Memo Risk from Total Air Toxics Identifcation and Solutions.docx; 2021 12 10 OAR Slide
Deck Total_Air_Exposure_Ax briefing_120221r.pptx

Materials attached for tomorrow’s 9:00AM meeting.

From: scheduling

Sent: Tuesday, November 30, 2021 9:26 AM

To: scheduling; Tsirigotis, Peter; Utech, Dan; Cassady, Alison; Lucey, John; Arroyo, Victoria; Goffman, Joseph; Carbonell,
Tomas; Koerber, Mike; Lin, Walter; Sasser, Erika; Jones, Rhea; Rimer, Kelly; Moeller, Michael; Woody, Matt; Houyoux,
Marc; Ndoh, Tina; Shrager, Brian; Howard, Jodi; Shine, Brenda; Ward, Hillary; Moeller, Njeri; Benedict, Kristen; Terry,
Sara; Sarsony, Chris; Chan, Elizabeth; Vasu, Amy; Eunjung Kim; Campbell, Ann; McCabe, Janet; Nunez, Alejandra; Shoaff,
John; Shaw, Betsy; Noonan, Jenny; Lassiter, Penny; Wood, Anna

Cc: Lance, Kathleen

Subject: Video-call: EJ and Air Toxics Regulations

When: Friday, December 10, 2021 9:00 AM-10:30 AM (UTC-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada).

Where: RTP EPA Office Room A015 / Microsoft Teams Meeting

Do not forward this invitation. Please notify scheduling®@eno. goy if participant changes need to be made.

In-Person:
-Administrator Regan
-Joe Goffman
-Peter Tsirigotis
-Mike Koerber
-Walter Lin
-Erika Sasser
-Rhea Jones
-Kelly Rimer
-Mike Moeller
-Matt Woody
-Marc Houyoux
-Tina Ndoh
-Brian Shrager
-Jodi Howard

ED_006533_00001117-00001
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-Brenda Shine
-Hillary Ward
-Njeri Moeller
-Kristen Benedict
-Jenny Noonan
-Penny Lassiter

Virtual:

-Dan Utech

-John Lucey

-Sara Terry

-Chris Sarsony
-Elizabeth Chan
-Amy Vasu
-Tomas Carbonell
-Eunjung Kim
-John Shoaff

-Ale Nunez
-Betsy Shaw

-Ann Campbell
-Vicki Arroyo
-Deputy Administrator Janet McCabe
-Anna Wood

Microsoft Teams meeting

Join on your computer or mobile app
Click here toioin the meetin

Join with a video conferencing device
sinteams@ividec.epa.goy

Video Conference |4 Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP)
Alternate VTC instruciions

Or call in {audio only)
: Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i United States, Washington DC

Phone Conference EDE Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) E
Find g local number | Resst PIN

By participating in EPA hosted virtual meetings and events, you are consenting to abide by the agency's terms of
use. In addition, you acknowledge that content you post may be collected and used in support of FOIA and
eDiscovery activities.

Leamn Mors | Meeting options

ED_006533_00001117-00002
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Message

From: Campbell, Ann [Campbell. Ann@epa.gov]
Sent: 12/15/2021 1:35:08 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]
Subject: RE: Pre-Holiday Party Session 12/15 at 3:30

Attachments: TPs on OAR Climate.docx

Isabel pulled this together a couple of weeks ago in response to a request we had from OGC for talkers. | added in the
more recent COP points. Given you have 5 minutes, and OAR has an embarrassment of riches, | think this could ably
guide your brief presentation during today’s Accomplishments session. The one thing missing (aside from something fun
or funny) is our voluntary programs piece, off the top of my head, Energy Star and the most recent ARP grants
announcement. Please let me know if there is anything that jumps out at you as “missing” and I'll round that up for you.

Ann (Campbell) Ferrio

Chief of Staff

EPA/Office of Air and Radiation
Office: 202 566 1370

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, December 14, 2021 5:41 PM

To: Campbell, Ann <Campbell. Ann@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Pre-Holiday Party Session 12/15 at 3:30

Good to know about Tomas/Ale. If you are actually inspired to pull together a list and/or TPs, | would welcome them.
Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Campbell, Ann <Campbell Anni@epa.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, December 14, 2021 5:38 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman losesh@epa. gov>
Subject: FW: Pre-Holiday Party Session 12/15 at 3:30

loe, I'm guessing you haven’t had any time to prepare for this. Do you need me to pull together a list/few points for the
meeting tomorrow? Tomas, Ale and Eunjung have all been added to the invite now as well.

Ann (Campbell) Ferrio

Chief of Staff

EPA/Office of Air and Radiation
Office: 202 566 1370

From: Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, December 8, 2021 9:49 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffran losesh@epa.gov>; Fox, Radhika <Fox Radhika®@ena.gow>; Waterhouse, Carlton
<Waterhouse Cariton@epa.gov>; Freedhoff, Michal <Freedhoff. Michali®epa.gov>; Nishida, Jane

<Mishida ans@epa.gov>; Frey, Christopher <Fray.Christopher@epa.gov>; Amin, Faisal <&min. Faisal@epa.zov>; Prieto,
Jeffrey <Prieto. jeffrev@epa.gov>; Hamilton, Lindsay <Hzmilton.Lindsayfepa, gsov>; Enobakhare, Rosemary
<Encbakhare.Rosemaryiena.zov>; Arroyo, Victoria <Arroyo. Victoria@epa.gov>; Niebling, William
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<Nighliing. Willlam@epa.gov>

Cc: Lance, Kathleen <Langs Kathleen®epa.gov>; Morgan, Ashley <Maorgan Ashley. M@ epa.gov>; McCabe, Jlanet
<Mclabe danet@epa.gov>; Blythers, Dorien <Blythers.Dorien@ena. sov>

Subject: Pre-Holiday Party Session 12/15 at 3:30

Dear Colleagues -

We will gather with the Administrator at 3:30 pm on December 15th in the Alm Room to look back on 2021. A separate
invite for this session will go out to all appointees later this week, but | wanted to let this smaller group know about it
now so that:

1) you can block your calendars
2} you can begin to prepare!

What should you prepare? We'll, what we have in mind is to take stock of 2021. But we’d like to try to have some fun
with it. So please do not feel the need to do a slide deck. In fact, don’t. Just come prepared to speak to two of the
questions below. And if you want to spread the presentation out a bit across your respective teams, that might make it
extra fun.

We’ll have a lot of ground to cover. So please - 5 minutes tops for each program/office!

If you have questions about this that the whole group would benefit from hearing answers to, feel free to reply all. Or
ping me separately if you like.

Thanks all. Very much looking forward to celebrating with all of you next week!
Best, Dan

Questions - please choose 2 or make up your own if you can think of better ones
What are the 2-3 accomplishments that you’re most proud of?

What surprised you most during the year?

What was most fun?

Was anything (that you can share) funny?

Presenters in no particular order
Administrator
Janet

OAR

ow

OLEM

OCSPP

OITA

Science

OCFO

0GC

oP

OPA

OPEEE

OCIR
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Message

From: Campbell, Ann [Campbell. Ann@epa.gov]

Sent: 9/7/20215:32:07 PM

To: Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov]; Nunez, Alejandra [Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov]

CC: Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; Shoaff, John [Shoaff.John@epa.gov]; Kim, Eunjung
[Kim.Eun@epa.gov]

Subject: OP markup of OAR Statement of Priorities for the Reg Plan

Attachments: OAR Statement of Priorities_083021-OP-edits.docx

All, wanted to make you aware that OP provided a markup of our Reg Plan narrative in the attached. Please let me know
if there are any fatal flaws in the markup.

Thanks!

Ann (Campbell) Ferrio

Chief of Staff

EPA/Office of Air and Radiation
Office: 202 566 1370

From: Muellerleile, Caryn <Muellerleile.Caryn@epa.gov>

Sent: Friday, September 3, 2021 5:22 PM

To: Campbeli, Ann <Campbell. Ann@epa.gov>; Farrar, Wanda <farrar.wanda@epa.gov>; Shoaff, John
<Shoaff.John@epa.gov>; Mcquilkin, Wendy <Mcquilkin.Wendy@epa.gov>; Olson, Heather <Olson.Heather@epa.gov>
Cc: Lewis, Josh <Lewis.Josh@epa.gov>; Curry, Bridgid <Curry.Bridgid@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: OAR Statement of Priorities

Greetings all,

The AO is reviewing the regulatory plan, and has asked for the written narrative, also known as [the Administrator’s]
Statement of Regulatory Priorities, to show consistency across programs and authorship, etc. Barring some strange
formatting, please see these suggestions in the attached document. Bridgid or | can answer any questions that may
arise.

Many thanks,
Caryn

Caryn Muellerleile

Regulatory Management Division
Office of Policy

US Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Ave NW (1803A)
Washington, DC 20460

(202) 564-2855

musterielle caryn@epa.gov

From: Campbell, Ann <Campbell Anni@epa.gov>
Sent: Monday, August 30, 2021 10:00 AM
To: Muellerleile, Caryn <Mueliarlsile Carvni@epa.gov>
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Cc: Farrar, Wanda <farrar.wanda@epa.gov>; Lewis, Josh <Lewis Josh@epa.gov>; Shoaff, John <Shoaff John@ena.sow>;
Mcquilkin, Wendy <®¥couitkin Wendy@epa. gov>; Olson, Heather <(ison. Heather@epa.gov>
Subject: OAR Statement of Priorities

Caryn, please find attached OAR’s reg plan statement of priorities for the climate and clean air sections. Please note that
pursuant to other discussions we anticipate other rulemakings to come online soon and are likely to need to revise this
draft to include some of the new content.

Please let me know if you have any questions. Thanks!
Ann (Campbell) Ferrio
Chief of Staff

EPA/Office of Air and Radiation
Office: 202 566 1370
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Message

From: Hoffer, Melissa [Hoffer.Melissa@epa.gov]

Sent: 1/4/2022 9:38:32 PM

To: Utech, Dan [Utech.Dan@epa.gov]; Arroyo, Victoria [Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov]
CC: Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: MATS

Great, let me know if there is anything you need from us.

From: Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, January 4, 2022 4:37 PM

To: Hoffer, Melissa <Hoffer.Melissa@epa.gov>; Arroyo, Victoria <Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov>
Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: MATS

Agree and working on it.

From: Hoffer, Melissa <Hoffer. Melissa@epa. gov>

Sent: Tuesday, January 4, 2022 4:37 PM

To: Arroyo, Victoria <Arrovo. Victoria@epa.gov>; Utech, Dan <Uiech.Dan@epa.gov>
Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman dosephi@epa.gov>

Subject: MATS

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Thanks,
Melissa

Melissa A. Hoffer

Principal Deputy General Counsel

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Office of General Counsel

1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20460

T: 202.440.1671

E: hoffer.melissa@ena.gov

ED_006533_00001205-00001



EPA-HQ-2021-5551

Message

From: Lance, Kathleen [Lance.Kathleen@epa.gov]

Sent: 12/14/2021 2:01:37 PM

To: Cassady, Alison [Cassady.Alison@epa.gov]; Utech, Dan [Utech.Dan@epa.gov]; Lucey, John [Lucey.John.D@epa.gov];
Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov]; Nunez, Alejandra
[Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov]; Campbell, Ann [Campbell. Ann@epa.gov]; Hooper, Daniel [hooper.daniel@epa.gov];
Kim, Eunjung [Kim.Eun@epa.gov]; Tsirigotis, Peter [Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov]; Koerber, Mike
[Koerber.Mike@epa.gov]; Culligan, Kevin [Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov]; Profeta, Timothy [Profeta.Timothy@epa.gov];
Lassiter, Penny [Lassiter.Penny@epa.gov]; Hutson, Nick [Hutson.Nick@epa.gov]; Noonan, Jenny
[Noonan.Jenny@epa.gov]; Ashley, Jackie [Ashley.Jackie@epa.gov]; Grundler, Christopher
[grundler.christopher@epa.gov]; Birnbaum, Rona [Birnbaum.Rona@epa.gov]; LaCount, Melanie
[LaCount.Melanie@epa.gov]; Millett, John [Millett.John@epa.gov]; Deluca, isabel [DelLuca.lsabel@epa.govi;
Srinivasan, Gautam [Srinivasan.Gautam@epa.gov]; Marks, Matthew [Marks.Matthew@epa.gov]; Hogan, Stephanie
[Hogan.Stephanie@epa.gov]; Hoffman, Howard [hoffman.howard@epa.gov]; Vijayan, Abi [Vijayan.Abi@epa.gov];
Haeuber, Richard [Haeuber.Richard@epa.gov]; Molina, Maggie [Molina.Maggie@epa.gov]; Adamantiades, Mikhail
[Adamantiades.Mikhail@epa.gov]; Stenhouse, Jeb [Stenhouse.leb@epa.gov]; Kocchi, Suzanne
[Kocchi.Suzanne@epa.gov]; Niebling, William [Niebling.William@epa.gov]; Lupinacci, Jean
[Lupinacci.Jean@epa.gov]; Bryson, Joe [Bryson.Joe@epa.gov]

cC: McCabe, Janet [McCabe.Janet@epa.gov]; Morgan, Ashley [Morgan.Ashley.M@epa.gov]; Atkinson, Emily
[Atkinson.Emily @epa.gov]

Subject: RE: Video-call: Outreach on Climate Rules for the Power Sector

Attachments: 2021 12 14 OAR Outreach on Climate Rules for the Power Sector - Briefing Memo 2.0.docx; 2021 12 14 OAR
Outreach on Climate Rules for the Power Sector - Slides.pptx

UPDATE: PLEASE USE THE ATTACHED VERSION FOR TODAY’S 3:45PM MEETING.

Kathieen C. Lance

Director of Scheduling and Advance
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Cell: (202) 941-1109

From: Lance, Kathleen

Sent: Tuesday, December 14, 2021 8:01 AM

To: Cassady, Alison <Cassady.Alison@epa.gov>; Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>; Lucey, John
<Lucey.John.D@epa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas
<Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov>; Nunez, Alejandra <Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov>; Campbell, Ann

<Campbell. Ann@epa.gov>; Hooper, Daniel <hooper.daniel@epa.gov>; kim.eun@epa.gov; Tsirigotis, Peter
<Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov>; Koerber, Mike <Koerber.Mike @epa.gov>; Culligan, Kevin <Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov>;
Profeta, Timothy <Profeta.Timothy@epa.gov>; Lassiter, Penny <Lassiter.Penny@epa.gov>; Hutson, Nick
<Hutson.Nick@epa.gov>; Noonan, Jenny <Noonan.Jenny @epa.gov>; Ashley, Jackie <Ashley.Jackie@epa.gov>; Grundler,
Christopher <grundler.christopher@epa.gov>; Birnbaum, Rona <Birnbaum.Rona@epa.gov>; LaCount, Melanie
<lacount.melanie@epa.gov>; Millett, John <Millett.John@epa.gov>; Deluca, Isabel <Deluca.lsabel@epa.gov>;
Srinivasan, Gautam <Srinivasan.Gautam@epa.gov>; Marks, Matthew <Marks.Matthew@epa.gov>; Hogan, Stephanie
<Hogan.Stephanie@epa.gov>; Hoffman, Howard <hoffman.howard@epa.gov>; Vijayan, Abi <Vijayan.Abi@epa.gov>;
haeuber.richard@epa.gov; Molina, Maggie <Molina.Maggie @epa.gov>; Adamantiades, Mikhail
<Adamantiades.Mikhail@epa.gov>; Stenhouse, Jeb <Stenhouse.Jeb@epa.gov>; Kocchi, Suzanne
<Kocchi.Suzanne@epa.gov>; Niebling, William <Niebling. William@epa.gov>; Lupinacci, Jean <Lupinacci.Jean@epa.gov>;
Bryson, Joe <Bryson.Joe@epa.gov>

Cc: McCabe, Janet <McCabe.Janet@epa.gov>; Morgan, Ashley <Morgan.Ashley.M@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Video-call: Outreach on Climate Rules for the Power Sector

Materials attached for the 3:45PM meeting today.
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From: scheduling

Sent: Wednesday, November 24, 2021 8:09 AM

To: scheduling; Cassady, Alison; Utech, Dan; Lucey, John; Goffman, Joseph; Carbonell, Tomas; Nunez, Alejandra;
Campbell, Ann; Hooper, Daniel; Eunjung Kim; Tsirigotis, Peter; Koerber, Mike; Culligan, Kevin; Profeta, Timothy; Lassiter,
Penny; Hutson, Nick; Noonan, Jenny; Ashley, Jackie; Grundler, Christopher; Birnbaum, Rona; LaCount, Melanie; Millett,
John; Deluca, Isabel; Srinivasan, Gautam; Marks, Matthew; Hogan, Stephanie; Hoffman, Howard; Vijayan, Abi; Haeuber,
Richard; Molina, Maggie; Adamantiades, Mikhail; Stenhouse, Jeb; Kocchi, Suzanne; Niebling, William; Lupinacci, Jean;
Bryson, Joe

Cc: McCabe, Janet

Subject: Video-call: Outreach on Climate Rules for the Power Sector

When: Tuesday, December 14, 2021 3:45 PM-4:45 PM (UTC-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada).

Where: Microsoft Teams Meeting

Please do not forward this invitation. Please notify scheduling@epa.gov if participant changes need to be made.

Administrator Regan

Alison Cassady

Dan Utech

John Lucey

Deputy Administrator Janet McCabe — Optional

Virtual:

Joseph Goffman, OAR
Tomas Carbonell, OAR
Alejandra Nunez, OAR
Ann Campbell, OAR
Daniel Hooper, OAR
Eunjung Kim, OAR
Peter Tsirigotis, OAR
Mike Koerber, OAR
Kevin Culligan, OAR
Tim Profeta, OAR
Penny Lassiter, OAR
Nick Hutson, OAR
Jenny Noonan, OAR
Jackie Ashley, OAR
Chris Grundler, OAR
Rona Birnbaum, OAR
Richard Haueber, OAR
Melanie LaCount, OAR
John Millett, OAR
Isabel Deluca, OAR
Gautam Srinivasan, OGC
Matthew Marks, OGC
Stephanie Hogan, OGC
Howard Hoffman, OGC
Abi Vijayan, OGC
Maggie Molina, OAR
Mikhail Adamantiades, OAR
Jeb Stenhouse, OAR
Suzanne Kocchi, OAR
Jean Lupinacci, OAR
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Joe Bryson, OAR

Microsoft Teams meeting

Join on your computer or mobile app
Click here 1o ioin the mestin

Join with a video conferencing device

siieamsilvideo.epa.goy

Video Conference EDj Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) E
Alternate VTC insructions

Or call in {audio only)
+1 _Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) ¢ United States, Washington DC

Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP)

Phone Conference ID:
Findalocalnumber | Basst PIN

By participating in EPA hosted virtual meetings and events, you are consenting to abide by the agency's terms of
use. In addition, you acknowledge that content you post may be collected and used in support of FOIA and
eDiscovery activities.

Leam More | Mesting options
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December 27, 202

Michael Regan, Admmistrator

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Oifice of the Administrator

Witliam Jefferson Clinton Federal Building
1200 Pennsvlvania Avenue, NW

Washington, DC 20460

RE: Temporary Emergency Suspension — Regional Haze 309%(g) SIP for PacifiCorp Jim
Bridger Power Plant Unit 2.

Administrator Regan:

I herehy notify you that because of EPA’s fatlure to act on Wyoming's Regional Haze
309(g) State Implementation Plan (S1P) revigion for PacifiCorp’s Jim Bridger Power Flant Unit 2
within the time prescribed by law, T must exercise my authority under 42 ULS.C. § 7410(g) to
prevent the premature closing of Unit 2 and the dire economic impscts resulting therefrom. |
hereby issue a temporary emergency suspension of that portion of Wyoming's existing SIP
proposed 1o be revised and requiring additional controls of WOx emissions at Unif 2 by December
31,2021, See 79 Fed, Reg, 5032 (Jan. 30, 2014}, This emergency suspension is effective beginning
January 1, 2022, and shall continue for the maximum period provided by law. As more fully
explained below, Wyoming's proposed 1P revision meets the applicable requirements of Section
7410 of the Clean Adr Act (CAA), and this emergency sUspension 18 necessary 1o prevent Unit 2
fram closing for one vear or more and fo prevent substantial increases in unemployment which
would result from such closure.

Backeround

In 2014, EPA published a final Regional Haze Rule that approved the NOx portion of
Wyoming's SIP requiring controls of NOx emissions from the Jim Bridger Power Plant Units 1~
4. 79 Fed. Reg. 5032 (Jan 30, 2014). In particular, EPA approved Wyoming's requirement that
PacifiCorp install low NOx burners {LNB) and separated overfive air {(SOVA) plus seleclive
catalytic reduction (SCR) at Jim Bridger Units 1-4 with NOx emission limits of 0.07 Ib/MMBta
(30-day rolling average) as part of the State’s Reasonable Progress Long Term Strategy.
PacifiCorp mstalied these control technologies on Units 3 and 4 1n 2015 and 2016, PacifiCorp has
also installed LNB and SOFA at Units | and 2.

5}}«%&3{% {;mﬁj{’} {:}N IRV AES  GOVERBOREWYGHY
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Michael Regan, Administrator

United %tmcs Environmental Protection Agenoy

RE: Temporary Bmergency Suspension ~ Regional Haze 309(g) $IP for PacifiCorp Jim Bridger Power

' Plant Unit 2

Page 2

Due to the significant cost of installing SCR at Units 1 and 2, on February 5, 2019,

PacifiCorp submitted a Regional Haze Ressonable Progress Reassessment o the State of

Wyoming proposing an slternative to installing SCR. This alternative regional haze complisnce

strategy for the Jim Bridger Power Plant included visibility enhancing emission Hmits, a four-

factor “reasonable progress” analysis, reduced plant-wide month-by-month emissions limits for

the two principle haze-causing pollutants, NOx and SOq, and an annual total emissions cap for

bath pollutants for all four Units. Before submithing the reassessment t the State, PacifiCorp and

the Wyoming Department of Environmental Quality worked cooperatively and directly with EPA
to develop the aliernative and to address all of EPA s questions and concerns.

PacifiCorp’s proposed alternative was significantly  better than the existing SCR
requirement in every possible way. The pz‘ﬂpmﬁzd alternative was far more cost fﬁ:iﬁﬁ' cient than SCR.
In fact, the capital cost of SCR was over 5297 million compared to just over 516 million for the
visibility enhancing emission Hmits, The visibility enhancing emission limits were also much more
cost effective per ton at $349 per ton removed wm;mrs,:} to 54,744 per ton removed for SCR,
resulting in reduced cost o ratepayers during a time of inereasing inflabion nationally.

Muoreover, the visibility enhancing
improvement than SCR. First, even | A agrﬁ‘fed n 2014 1}1&% tha %ibl zify iwmffxis irm"n mﬁmﬂmw
SCR in addition to LNB and SOFA at Units 1 and 2 were modest and zmpamepnh eat0.10100.15
deciviews, Installing SCR would reduce NOx emissions from these units by 5,848 tons/year, But
even EPA recognizes that it 15 S0, not NOx that 15 “the predominant cause of :%mﬁai haze on
the Colorado Platean in the western US.” 79 Fed. Reg, at 3097, By implementing the visibility
enhaneing emissions Hmits, the proposed alternative would reduce NOx and 8O emissions by
6,056 tons/vear. Thus the proposed alternative would result in greater vistbility improvement than
the NOx only reductions associated with the instaliation of SCR. This conclusion was confirmed
by updated CALPUFF madeling. Moreover, the plant-wide limat would cap all emissions from the
source, including particulate matter, producing additional visibility benefits.

g

In addition, the proposed alternative had other significant benefits beyond uutmg: better
visibitity for substantially less money, Implementing the visibility eshancing emission limits
wmuld alm m%ult i less impacts from mercury, carbon monexide, carbon divxide, particulate
¢ aeid, conl i:{.}'{.zS‘Mﬁfn‘p‘iém‘@ m;ﬂ &:{}mbmﬁcm residual production and disposal, and raw
water consu ’zp o, SCR also require rage of ammonia (8 hazardous substance)
while the proposed alternative does o Lﬁtk Mmmmaﬁ SCR uses a significant amount of electricity
which could otherwise be put to use elsewhere. The proposed alternative would save 104 MW or
enough electricity to power approximately ,761 homes. Finally, because the visibility enham‘:ing
gmission imits are plant-wide, they provide the entire tauh{y flexibility to “load follow™ or
accommodate the intermittent influx of renewable energy in the western power grid, Thus, the
alternative would make the eleciricity grid more robust,

Prosented with all these advantages, no known disadvantages, and EPA's buy-in, Wyoming
'b%an the S1P revision process. During the public comment period on the revision, EPA submitted
minor technical comments, which Wyoming fully addressed. Notably, ERA did not express any

200 WEST 24TH STREET MARK GURDON WEEIIAA - B
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Michael Regan, Admimistrator

United States Environmental Protection Agency

RE: Temporary Emergency Suspension — Regional Haze 309(g) SIP for PacifiCorp Juu Bridger Power
Plant Unit 2

Page 3

substandive concerns with the revision, the supporting data, the conclusions drawn from that data,
or in any way signal that the revision would not meet the legal requirements of the regional haze
program. The science was, and remains, clear. The environmental, social, and cconomic outcomey
of the alternative are superior in gvery way,

Accordingly, Wyoming determined that the revision ensured reasonable progress as
required by the CAA and submitied the revisions to EPA for approval on May 12, 2020, EPA
ackmwieﬁzézd reces:irst 0{” thfs revia:ed SI’P %‘ubmmia}n on 'Mav ! *% ”’0‘“)’0 ?«" P‘A t’hfm hﬁfg.;‘in it«'; z‘bmw!
n@tltwd on .%\Lw %mh;::r 23, Zi,};li).i ﬂ at tm fm mer R&gmn E:s &dnnmsn a.tca.s;, i..mgz}ry &mpkms had
signed the proposed action on November 20, 2020, and that Wyoming would be informed when
the action would be published in the Federal Register, But that did not happen.

The CAA tmposes a nondiscretionary duty on the Administrator to approve or disapprove
a BIP revision within twelbve months M bem@ dmnwd mmzp%z:tm 4”’ U,S C‘ 3 *4&0{&}{”} O MM
4 “’{)”0 ?F»@. %kmm?e’dﬂm /O

3‘;3 was di:ﬁfmui wmplm hy upcmz,mn Gi }ez.ux on Nc*avs?zrs%*xér 1?-‘%; '“2{}"*0 42
USC. § 7410 ‘k){ B}(B“ EPA was required to act on Wvom&ng’ SIP revision within twelve
months, or by November 14, 2021, in accordance with 42 U.5.C, § T410(k¥2-(3), but fmiled to do
S0,

As avesult of EPA’s inaction, the current SIP requires PaciliCorp to install SCR on Unit 2
by ikmmbw '% 2021, which it can not do at this late hour, Thus, in several short days, PacifiCorp
will be forced to shut down Unit 2. lay off cmpimasm and buy power to make up for the lost
generation. That cost will be passed on to consumers in Wyoming and across the west creating a
social and economic injustice. All for no good reason.

Temporary Emergensy Suspension Authority

As you know, when the EPA Administrator has not approved or disapproved a plan
vevision within twelve months of submission, the CAA vests the governor of each state with the
authority to issue a femporary emergency suspension of the part of the applicable implementation
plan which 1s proposed 1o be revised. 42 US.C § 7410(gK 1) To e

st

ercise this authority, the State
must determine that the proposed revision meets the requirements of Section 7410 and “is
necessary (1) to prevent the closing for one year or more of any source of air pollution, and (ii) to
prevent substantial increases in unemployment which would result from such closing[.]7 Id

A temporary emergency suspension remains in effect for 2 maximum of four months unless
disapproved by order of the EPA Administrator. &4 at {g¥2). However the EPA Administrator
may only disapprove “such suspension if he determines that it does not meet the requirements of
this subsection.” Id

ZHOWEST 28 H BTEEEY :&; § & R E: @ {} ﬁ E} {} M R NE R
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Michuel Regan, Admimstrator

United States Environmental Protection Ageney

RE: Temporary Emergency Suspension - Regional Haze 309(g) SIP for PacitfiCorp Jim Bridger Power
Plant Unit 2

Pags 4

Neither the CAA nor any applicable federal regulation specifies a particular procedure or
form for an emergency suspension issugd under Section 7410, Accordingly, assert that this notice
to you, copied 1o the owner of the source at issue, is 4 proper form for the exercise of my suthority.
’\”Earmwr: . any perceived procedurgl deficiency assoctated with the issuance of this emergency

an doss not provide canse o disapprove the emergency suspension as your disapproval
auﬁmri‘t}" is specifically limited by Section 7410,

This emergency suspension meels the requirements of Section 741023,

The first two requirements of Section 7410{g} are easily established and beyond dispute.
EPA failed to act on Wyoming's proposed revision within iw-nlv‘ months of submission and the
State determined that the propesed revision met the requirements of Section 7410 when it
submitted the proposed revision. The remaining two requirements relate to the detrimental effecty
of wmpmnw with the existing 51P. Those effects are immediate, long-term, significant, and
my view, also bevond reasonable dispute.

First, this emergency suspension is necessary to prevent the closing of Unit 2 for twelve
months or more. As vou know, PacifiCorp’s 2021 Integrated Resource Plan filed with the
Wyaming Public Service Commission (PSO) fé.’:ﬁffﬂ.’:i‘% the company’s intention to mmtmm
operation of Units 1 and 2 wntil 2023 and to co o nutural gas fueled peaking units
2024, In light of this infention, it wil ke sense im“ ?’ami:;i:t)rp o | SCR at Unit 2 for
the purpose of restarting the Unit for the Hmited period of time untif conversion. Accordingly, if
EPA forees Unit 2 to shutdown, it will remain shut down untif # can be restarted as a natural gas
unit, Thus, the question becomes whether PacifiCorp can reasonably convert Unit 2 to natural gas
within the next twelve months. It cannot.

At my suggestion, the Wyoming Public Service Commission (PSC) mitiated an
investigation into the effects of ‘shuiimg down Linit 2 at the end of this year as g result of BEF
fatture to act on Wyoniing's SIP revision. While that investigation remaing ongoing, the PSC

already collected 1 significant amount of data from PacfiCorp. This data includes information
about the anticipated E ngth of time before Unit 2 could convert o natural gas. In order to convert
to natural gas, a new lateral pipeline o the Hm Bridger power plant will need to be constructed
from nearby existing natural gas pipelines. I understand that even accelerating the construction
schedule as much as possible, this pipeline could not be constructed unti] the tast quarter of 2023,
Accordingly, this emergency suspension is necessary 1o prevent the closiag of Unit 2 for twelve
months or more.

Second, this emergency suspension is necessary to prevent substantial incrpases in
unemployment resulting from the shutdown, The Jum Bridger Power Plant employs 302 highly
skilled crafismen, engineers, professionals and managers in the operation of the four coul-fired
units. The power ?Iant is statfed with a combination of both union and non-umon employees, The
power plant is & ming-mouth operation, meaning a reduction in electric power generation results
in # corresponding reduction in ceal production. Shutting down Unit 2 imperils many of the jobs

W WEST 34TH STREET &%f%gﬁ {;‘Q}RB {}?“ﬁ M FERIEA o GOVERRGREWYGLOV
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Michae! Regan, Administrator

United States Environmental Protection Agency

RE: Temporary Emergency Suspension - Regional Haze 309z S8IF for PacifiCorp Jim Bridger Power
Plant Unit 2

Page 3

i’xrmigh(mi ihm m_xmimxmt}.

I light of your stated intention o let the impending compliance deadling come and go
without acting on Wyoming’s proposed revision, the State of Wyoming asked Professor Timothy
L Considine, Ph.D., Professor of Energy Eeonomics at the University of Wyoming's Schoeol of
Energy Resources, to study the fiscal and economie tmpacts resulting from closing Unit 2. A copy
of Professor Considine’s report is attached hereto for vour convenience. As i relates {o
employment, Professor Considine estimates that shutting down Unit 2 would resuilt in 404 lost jobs
state-wide with 327 of those lost jobs vecurring in Sweetwater County where the power plant is
lovated. These estimates inelude direct, indirect, and induced job losses. By any measure within
Wyoming and Sweetwater County’s small rural economies this represents a substantial increase
m unemployment.

The magnitude of the jobs lost resulting from the shutdown of Unit 2 is amply ilustrated
when translsted into lost compensation. Professor Considing estimates that the lost employes
Comg}iﬂmﬂimi 'Fs:')r *Eweetwawr li'“ﬂum'v 'i'n 20'? 'l dc‘aii*&r@; wc‘mlé be in eXCess wi"‘??? n“uiﬁ*i{}ta plm méa's“ij,'

mg}msmm H ir;fmem.imas Ei_m .fs._}r W 3{..};?;*;1::1@; W L)fk.ﬁ!ﬁ“fx a.m.i t.htzx_r ﬂ&mz.i._.ﬁsv

OF course, a shutdown would also cause other economic losses and adverse effects,
Professor Considine estimates that the closure of Uit 2 would result in $148.6 mitlion annual loss
in value added to the State of Wyonung, which is the regional equivalent of gross domestic
product, In addition, he estimates a loss in annual tax revenues at the federal, state, and local level
of more than 533 million. Moreover, while the PSC has not vet issued findings related to its
ongoing Investigation, | understand that the mformation submitted by PacifiCorp suggests that
closure of Unit 2 at the end of the year would rmuit w an increase m both industrial and commergial
slectrivity rates and residential letm ity rates. | also fully anticipate that the PSCs mvestigation
will reveal reliability concerns and even the gmmhx ity of adverse effects on new renewable
generation,

As is readily appurent, this emergency suspension meets all the requirements of Section
7410(g) and 1w would be tresponsible either for me not 1o issue it or for you fo attempt
di&zapprtwe i'r The coats are =si-m ply oo great socially, economically and environmentally to allow

Pwant to say a few words about the status quo during the period the emergency suspension
is in place. As g precursor to the SIP revision submitted to EPA, PacifiCorp sought and Wyoming
granted Permit No. POOZSR09 attached hereto for your conveniepce. That permit adopts the
substance of the proposed S1P revision and requires PacifiCorp to begin nperations in compliance
with the proposed SIP revision on January 1, 2022, The Permit establishes:

T ATH STREEY ﬁﬁfgﬁ%{ {;{.‘}Rﬁ {}m BRI ¢ GOVERMOGREWYOLGOY

DREVERNE, WY 820050810 GOY ERMOR L0F WHIMING TP AV ER MO W HEGOY
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Michas] Regan, Adminstrator

United States Environmental Protection Agency

RE: Temporary Emergency Suspension - Regional Haze 309(g) 8IF for PacifiCorp Jim Bridger Power

Plant Unit 2

Page &

monthly-block average pound per houy (bhs ssions himits for Units 14

{EG Uﬂ(}l EGUG04) combined and a 12 mﬁmﬁ‘iﬁ oiling miai ’\}("}x smd "1( B emission limit of 17,500

tons per vear (tpy) for Units 1-4 (BEG § 804} gombined. This combined set of lb'hr and

tpy limits will be enforced in leu of ia%“ﬂhti&n of selective catalytic reduction technology (SCR)

on Units 1-2 (EGUOOL-EGU02), and will effectively decrease the operating capacity of the plant,
thereby ru-dumng its emission of haze-causing pollutants, NOx and 50z

Avcordingly, the environmental benefits associated with Wyoming's proposed SIP
revision will begin to scorue on the day this emergency suspension becomes effective. While that
is & good thing, it does not solve the problem for the long term. And | cannot solve this problem
unilaterally, even with the assistance of the courts, EPA must take action on the proposed SIP
revision to solve this problem, and 1 urge vou again to approve the SIP revision immediately,

Alternatively, I previously suggested that EPA could avoid the catastrophic shutdown of
Unit 2, by issuing a Pederal Implementation Plan (FIP) in wwurxdzuﬂ w ith a dmg proval of the
proposed SIP revision, § understand that vour staff has asser j does not have that
authority where an existing SIP has been approved. 1 am b.fzfﬁud %w that assertion. Section
T4 HB) of the CAA expressly provides the Administrator with authority to tssue a FIP upon
the disapproval of o 51P submission in whole or in part, That section makes no distunction hetween
a plan and a plan revision. Instead it clearly applies to submissions of either kind.

Lonclusion

I believe the effect of this emergency suspension is clear, but please contact me if you have
any questions or concerns, [ must again refterate that unless you act.on the proposed SIP revision
withia the sixty days following my notice to you of Novenber 14, 2021, the State of Wyoming
will file suit and seek all available relief from the court, In the meantime, this emergeney
suspension gives vou an opportunity fo approve Wyoming's revised SIP. I remain hopeful you
will act on that opportunity. I remain willing o engage with you further on this matter.

Stneerely,

Mark Gordon
Governor of Wyoming

Mrlgl
o Attormey General Bridget Hill

Senator John Barrasso
Senator Cynthia Lummis
Representative Liz Cheney
Governor Brad Little

00 WERT 26T STREET MAREK GORDON
CHEYENNE, WY 83060048 IV REROE OF WYRNMING
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Michael Regan, Administegtor

United States Environmental Protection Agency

RE: Temporary Emergency Suspension - Regional Haze 30%(g) SIP for PacifiCorp Jim Bridger Power
Flant Umit 2

Page 7

Dan Dockstader, President, Wyoming Senate

Eric Barlow, Speaker, Wyoming House of Representatives

Christopher Petrie, Chairman, Wyoming Public Serviee Commission
Michael Robinson, Deputy Chatrman, Wyoming Public Service Commission
Mary Throne, Commissioner, Wyoming Public Service Conunission

Todd Parfitt, Director, Wyoming Department of Environmental Quality

Brenda Hensen, Director, Wyoming Department of Revenue

Randy (Doc) Wendling, Chalr, Sweetwater County Commissioners
Tim Kaumo, Mayor, City of Rock Springs

Pete Rust, Mayor, City of Green River

Him Willox, President, Wyomung County Commissioners Association
kKathleen Becker, EPA Administrator for Region 8

(ary Hoogeveen, President and CEQ, Rocky Mountain Power

=

Lisa A, Grow, President and CEQ, IDACORP, Inc. and Idaho Power
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Executive Summary

This study estimates the economic and fiscal impacts of closing Unit 2 of the Jim Bridger
power plant for Sweetwater County, where the plant is located, and for the rest of Wyoming.
This study does not estimate the increased costs of electricity to ratepayers, nor the economic
costs associated with less electricity reliability that this closure may cause. The impacts
estimated in this study include three parts. First, there are the direct economic impacts from
lower electric power generation. The second component includes the indirect or supply chain
impacts, such as reduced coal production. The third and final economic impact is lower spending
on goods and services induced by the lower household and business income from the direct and
indirect economic impacts. The total economic impact is the sum of these three components.
These economic impacts also affect collections of tax revenues by federal, state, and local
governments.

My main findings are as follows. First, closing Unit 2 results in a $148.6 million loss in
value added to the State of Wyoming, which is the regional equivalent of gross domestic
product, see Figure ES1. Secondly, closing Unit 2 reduces employee compensation by $34.9
million, see Figure ES1. Each of these impacts represent annual economic losses. If the plant
were to remain open through the end of its expected lifetime in 2028, for example, the
opportunity cost of closing Unit 2 increases to $1.0 billion and $245 million in cumulative
foregone value added and employee compensation respectively.
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Figure ES1: Economic and fiscal losses from closing Unit 2 in million 2021 dollars
In addition, as Figure ES1 reports, annual tax revenues, which includes payments to
fedcral, state, and local governments, declines $33.2 million. A breakdown of the tax revenues

appears in Figure ES2. Federal tax revenues decline $13.15 million on an annual basis. Annual
tax payments to the State of Wyoming decline $10.7 million. Tax payments to local governments

il
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decline $9.36 million with special districts tax revenues declining $5.25 million, county tax
revenues falling $3.56 million, and general county tax revenues dropping $540 thousand.

Specied Districts,

Jemerst Ugnaty,
50,54

Total Tuy Hevewne Dosags = §33.2

Figure ES2: Tax revenue losses from closing Unit 2 in million 2021 dollars

Lower economic output and tax revenues reduce the demand for labor. In Figure ES3, the
direct, indirect, and induced employment losses from closing Unit 2 are reported for Sweetwater
County and for the rest of Wyoming. Notice that the direct employment impacts include 65 full-
time equivalents (FTEs) at the power plant and therefore, only occur in Sweetwater County. The
indirect employment losses are 172 FTEs in Sweetwater County, including the loss of 108 coal-
mining jobs. Combined with the 90 jobs lost from lower incomes associated with these direct and
indirect impacts, closing Unit 2 reduces total employment by 327 in Sweetwater County. Total
state employment declines by 404, which includes the losses in Sweetwater, 49 FTEs from
indirect impacts and a loss of 28 FTEs from induced impacts in the rest of the state.
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Figure ES3: Employment losses from closing Unit 2
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1. Introduction

The focus of this study, the Unit 2 electric power generator at the Jim Bridger power
plant, is one of four units operating at the plant in Point of Rocks, Wyoming, which is 25 miles
east of Rock Springs, Wyoming in Sweetwater County. The operator of the plant is PacifiCorp.
This study will estimate the economic and fiscal contributions of Unit 2 to the economies of
Sweetwater County and the rest of the State of Wyoming. The next section describes the
assumptions made and the methods used to estimate these contributions. Section three of this
report provides a discussion of these contributions for Sweetwater County, including value
added, employee compensation, employment, and tax revenues. The fourth section presents
estimates of the spillover contributions to the rest of the state. The fifth section summarizes the
impacts for the entire State of Wyoming. The report concludes with a synopsis of the main
findings and their implications for regional economic development, environmental policy, and
energy security and reliability.

2. Definitions and Methodology

This study employs input-output analysis, which is an analytical framework developed by
Professor Wassily Leontief in the late 1930s, for which he received the Nobel Prize in Economic
Secience in 1973. This framework is also known as interindustry analysis, since the fundamental
purpose of the input-output framework is to analyze the interdependence of industries in an
economy, according to Miller and Blair (2009). This framework is ideal for estimating how
purchases by the electric power sector affect supporting industries, such as coal mining, and how
these supply-chain relationships determine how events in one industry affect spending by
business and households in a regional economy.

This modeling framework has been implemented by IMPLAN (2021) in an online
platform that combines extensive databases, economic factors, and multipliers with a refined
modeling system that is customizable. IMPLAN provides complete sets of economic accounts
for every county and zip code in the United States. These accounts form the backbone for each
regional input-output model. This model balances industry inputs with outputs and can be used
to determine how these interindustry transactions change in response to an external shock to the
regional economy, such as the closure of the Unit 2 electric power generator.

This shock is represented by the change in the value of gross electrical power output.
According to the Energy Information Administration (2021), Unit 2 generated 2,956,511
megawatt hours of electricity during 2020, which is the last calendar year with complete data.

To estimate gross value, I multiplied the gross value of electricity output for the fossil-fuel
electric power sector in Sweetwater County reported by IMPLAN by the share of Unit 2 in total
electricity generated by the Jim Bridger plant. Accordingly, the gross value of output from Unit 2
is estimated to be $151,608,193 for the analysis below. This estimate is conservative and reflects
the historic cost-based value of electric power rather than the cost of replacement power, which
is substantially greater. !

| originally multiplied Unit 2 generation by the Palo Verde Hub peak price for electricity reported by Bloomberg
(2021) from the data collected by the International Commodity Exchange. This approach yields an estimate for gross
output from Unit 2 at $185.1 million.
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EPA-HQ-2021-5551

To avoid double counting of industry impacts, this study conducts an industry
contribution analysis (ICA) using the online IMPLAN tools. The ICA provides a more accurate
picture of the relative extent and magnitude of the Unit 2 closure event.

The Jim Bridger power plant is a so-called mine-mouth power plant. For this
configuration, coal is transported from the mines to the power generating units via a conveyer
belt that is depicted in Figure 1. This somewhat unique arrangement requires a customization of
the purchasing coefficients in the default IMPLAN input-output models. Specifically, the
regional purchasing parameter is set to 100 percent and the interindustry purchases were
rebalanced to reflect the captive nature of the coal mine so that if Unit 2 closes, the coal cannot
be sold to another customer. In other words, the reduction in electric power production entails a
corresponding reduction in coal production.

Figure 1: The Jim Bridger power plant

With these modifications to the default IMPLAN models for Wyoming, the final decision
is to define the scope of the study region, which includes Sweetwater County and the remaining
counties in Wyoming. An overview of value added and employee compensation for the study
region in 2019 is provided in Figure 2. Total Wyoming value added in 2019 was $40.7 billion
with $4.0 billion in Sweetwater County and the remaining $36.7 billion generated in the
remaining countics. Employee compensation for the entire State of Wyoming was $19.1 billion
with $1.8 billion earned in Sweetwater County and the remaining $17.2 billion earned in the rest
of the state. An overview of employment in the study region is presented in Figure 3. Of the
409,295 total state employment, 7% or 28,502 is in Sweetwater County and the remaining 93%
or 380,793 is in the rest of the state.
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This study conducts a multi-regional input-output analysis that models how the Unit 2
closure would affect the purchases and sales of goods and services within Sweetwater County
and between Sweetwater County and the rest of the state. Accordingly, the next three sections
present and discuss the economic impacts for Sweetwater County, the rest of the state, and the
entire State of Wyoming. These impacts include the direct, indirect, and induced impacts of the
plant closure on value added, employee compensation, employment, and tax revenues in each of
the three regions. Indirect impacts are essentially supply-chain impacts, such as coal purchases
by the power plant and contractor services acquired by the power plant and the coal mine.
Induced impacts arise from the spending of income earned from direct and indirect impacts on

local goods and services, for example, workers throughout the supply-chain spending their wage
and proprietor income to dine at local restaurants.
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Figure 2: Value added in the study region in billion 2021 dollars

w Boveetwatey Uonnty % RextaiSiate

Figure 3: Employment in the study region
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3. Economic and Fiscal Impacts on Sweetwater County

This section reports the estimated losses in value added, employee compensation,
employment, and tax revenues for Sweetwater County. The total economic impacts are the sum
of the direct, indirect, and induced impacts. For this study, the direct impacts stem from the
reduced electricity output from closing Unit 2. The indirect impacts include the reduced
purchases of coal and other intermediate inputs purchased by the power plant. Finally, the
induced impacts capture the reduced spending on local goods and services that results from
lower household and business income. This analysis assumes that prices for local goods and
services are unaffected by the closure of Unit 2.

Gross output is equivalent to gross sales and includes purchases of intermediate inputs.
Adding changes in gross output across industries due to an industry event, therefore, would
double count economic inputs. Instead, economic impact analysis uses changes in value added to
estimate total economic impacts. Value added for a particular industry is the difference between
gross output and the cost of intermediate inputs, which are purchases from other industries or
imports. Value added includes employee compensation, proprietor income, taxes on production
and imports, and other property income. In short, value added for an industry is its net
contribution to gross domestic product.

IMPLAN reports industry impacts for 546 sectors of the economy. This study aggregates
these sectors into the two-digit aggregate industries defined by the North American Industry
Classification System (NAICS) in the first column in Table 1. Notice that the value under the
direct column in Table 1 for the utilitics row is $47,787,405, which is the change in value added
from the utilities sector due to the closure of Unit 2 at the Jim Bridger power plant. Notice that
this is lower than the $151,608,193 of gross value of electricity output from closing Unit 2.

The indirect or supply-chain impacts are reported in column three in Table 1. The largest
impact is $67,859,530 in the mining sector, which includes coal production. This means that the
net contribution of coal mining falls by over $67 million due to the closure of Unit 2. Once
again, we are assuming that the captive coal mine cannot sell the coal that would have gone to
Unit 2 to another buyer. This is a reasonable assumption because to do so would require capital
investments for coal handing and transportation to ship coal to buyers outside of Point of Rocks.

The next largest indirect impacts occur in transportation and warehousing, $4,105,515,
utilities, $2,282,231, which is primarily clectric transmission, wholesale trade, $1,324,684, and
waste management, $657,841. Real estate and rentals, professional scientific and technical
services, government enterprises as well as many other sectors also would be adversely affected
by closing Unit 2.

Also reported in Table 1 in column 4 are the induced losses in value added by sector.
Unlike the indirect or supply-chain impacts, the sectors hit hardest by the shutdown include real
estate, $3,053,939, retail trade, $1,024,676, and health care and social assistance, $810,563,
within Sweetwater County. The sectoral allocation of these impacts represents how the local
economy would be affected as households and business reduce their spending due to lower
incomes in the county after closure of Unit 2.
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Table 1: Lost value added for Sweetwater County in 2021 dollars

NAICS Aggregated Industries Direct Indirect Induced Total
Ag, Forestry, Fish & Hunting $0 $1,652 $2.967 $4.619
Mining $0  $67,859,530 $31,984  $67,891,514
Utilities $47,787,405 $2,282,231 $95,355  $50,164,992
Construction $0 $216,698 $87,543 $304,241
Manufacturing $0 $59,437 $1,203 $60,640
Wholesale Trade $0 $1,324,684 $283,601 $1,608,285
Retail trade $0 $169,532 $1,024,676 $1,194,208
Transportation & Warehousing $0 $4,105,515 $205,274 $4,310,789
Information $0 $71,007 $94,541 $165,549
Finance & insurance $0 $218,116 $323,053 $541,169
Real estate & rental $0 $719,950 $3,053,939 $3,773,889
Professional- scientific & tech $0 $421,081 $132,901 $553,982
Management of companies $0 $221.453 $35,464 $256,916
Waste Management $0 $657,841 $107,704 $765,545
Educational Services $0 $3,092 $55.,934 $59,025
Health Care and Social Assistance $0 $4 $810,563 $810,567
Arts, entertainment & recreation $0 $3,928 $89,962 $93,890
Accommodation & food services $0 $90,857 $670,777 $761,634
Other services $0 $100,865 $459,823 $560,688
Government Enterprises $0 $152,534 $83,366 $235,900
Total $47,787,405 $78,680,007 $7,650,630 $134,118,042

The total losses of value added by sector in Sweetwater County from closing Unit 2 are
reported the last column of Table 1. Notice that the loss of value added in utilities and the mining
sector are $50,164,992 and $67,891,514 respectively. These two sectors alone account for 88%
of the total loss in value added of $134,118,942. The loss of value added in the transportation
and warchousing sector is the next largest at $4,310,789. The real estate sector loses $3,773,889
in value added. Losses in value added exceed $1 million in the wholesale and retail trade, while
losses in waste management, health care and social assistance, and accommodation and food
services are between $761and $810 thousand.

The changes in employee compensation are reported in Table 2. Employee
compensation is fully loaded payroll or the total payroll cost of wage and salary employees to the
employer, including wages and salaries, all benefits such as health and retirement, and payroll
taxes. The direct payroll loss in the utility sector from closing Unit 2 is $10,114,444. Employee
compensation in mining declines by $13,499,151. Induced impacts are reported in column three
of Table 2. Total employee compensation in Sweetwater County declines $30,483,345 with 80
percent of this decline occurring in the utility and mining sectors.

The impacts on employment are reported in Table 3. Total employment losses in the
utility sector are 65 full-time equivalent jobs, see column 1 in Table 3. The loss in mining
employment is estimated to be 108 FTEs. Total indirect job losses are 172 FTEs and induced job
losses are 90. Hence, the total loss in employment in Sweetwater County is 327 FTEs. Dividing
the loss of 327 in total employment by the direct loss of 65 jobs in the utility sector plus the
closely related 108 lost coal-mining jobs implies a multiplier of 1.89, which means that for every
job lost from shutting down Unit 2, almost 2 total jobs are lost, which is conservative.

ED_006533_00001274-00017



EPA-HQ-2021-5551

Table 2: Lost employee compensation for Sweetwater County in 2021 dollars

NAICS Aggregated Industries Direct Indirect Induced Total
Ag, Forestry, Fish & Hunting S0 5965 51,711 $§2,676
Mining S0 513,499,151 $9,444 513,508,594
Utilities 510,114,444 $766,408 $34,351 $10,915,203
Construction S0 $108,747 $45,657 $154,404
Manufacturing S0 $36,523 5651 $37,174
Wholesale Trade S0 $484,780 $131,011 $615,791
Retail trade S0 §72,197 §572,030 $644,227
Transportation & Warehousing S0 $1,110,332 $143,513 $1,253,845
Information S0 $23,945 $30,652 §54,597
Finance & insurance S0 $124,777 $175,580 $300,357
Real estate & rental S0 $222,766 $54,998 §277,764
Professional- scientific & tech S0 $274,006 588,516 $§362,521
Management of companies S0 $164,848 526,399 $191,246
Waste Management S0 $412,428 $73,032 $485,459
Educational Services S0 $2,101 $39,334 541,434
Health Care and Social Assistance S0 $3 $641,717 $641,720
Arts, entertainment & recreation S0 51,302 $34,340 $35,642
Accommodation & food services S0 561,892 $430,995 $492,887
Other services S0 $65,477 $250,071 $315,548
Government Enterprises S0 $93,832 $58,421 $152,254
Total $10,114,444 517,526,478 62,842,423 530,483,345

Table 3: Lost employment for Sweetwater County in 2021 dollars

NAICS Aggregated Industries Direct Indirect Induced Total
Ag, Forestry, Fish & Hunting 0 0 0 0
Mining 0 108 0 108
Utilities 65 5 0 71
Construction 0 2 1 3
Manufacturing 0 0 0 0
Wholesale Trade 0 8 2 10
Retail trade 0 3 20 23
Transportation & Warehousing 0 12 3 15
Information 0 0 1 1
Finance & insurance 0 3 5 7
Real estate & rental 0 5 5 10
Professional- scientific & tech 0 5 2 7
Management of companies 0 1 0 2
Waste Management 0 12 2 14
Educational Services 0 0 1 1
Health Care and Social Assistance 0 0 16 16
Arts, entertainment & recreation 0 0 2 3
Accommodation & food services 0 3 21 24
Other services 0 1 9
Government Enterprises 0 1 1 2
Total 65 172 90 327
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With lower economic output and employment from closing Unit 2, tax revenues decline.

Table 4 presents the IMPLAN model estimates of these losses in tax revenues. Federal tax
revenues decline $11,623,589, see the top panel of Table 4. Federal personal tax revenues
decline $3,441,724 and employee and employer contributions for social security are $2,513,520
and $1,815,681 lower respectively. State tax revenue losses are nearly $9.5 million with most of
these losses coming from lower sales and severance tax revenues of $4,107,204 and $3,238,258
respectively. Tax revenues for Sweetwater County and its special districts decline $8.7 million
with 86.6 percent of this loss coming from reduced property taxes, which include ad valorem
taxes on mineral and industrial properties.

Table 4: Lost tax revenue for Sweetwater County in 2021 dollars

Employees & Production & Households

Federal Proprietors Imports & Business Total
Social Ins. Tax- Employee $2,513,520 $2,513,520
Social Ins. Tax- Employer $1,815,681 $1,815,681
Excise Taxes $944,044 $944,044
Custom Duty $765,179 $765,179
Corporate Profits Tax $2,143,441 $2,143,441
Personal Tax: Income Tax $3,441,724 $3,441.724
Sub-total $4,329,201 $1,709,224  $5,585,165 $11,623,589

State
Social Ins. Tax- Employee $138,594 $138,594
Social Ins. Tax- Employer $212,010 $212,010
Sales Tax $4,107,204 $4.107,204
Property Tax $1,105,460 $1,105,460
Motor Vehicle License $158,919 $158,919
Severance Tax $3,238,258 $3,238,258
Other Taxes $300,693 $209,388 $510,081
Sub-total $350,604 $8,910,534 $209,388  $9.,470,526

County
Sales Tax $752,484 $752,484
Property Tax $2,506,320 $2,506,320
Motor Vehicle License $40,451 $40,451
Other Taxes $27.445 $27,445
Sub-total $3,299,255 $27.445  $3,326,700

Special Districts
Sales Tax
Property Tax $4,749,607 $4.749,607
Other Taxes $89.,624 $31,672 $121,296
Sub-total $4,839,231 $31,672  $4,870,903

General County
Sales Tax $77,144 $77,144
Property Tax $278.444 $278,444
Other Taxes $144,844 $1,857 $146,701
Sub-total $500,432 $1,857 $502,289

Government Totals $4,679,805  $19,258,676  $5,855,527 $29.,794,008
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4. Economic and Fiscal Impacts on the Rest of the State

The economic impacts on the rest of the state only include indirect and induced effects
from trade between Sweetwater County and other counties in Wyoming. These impacts are
reported in the next four tables. The total impact of closing Unit 2 on value added for the rest of
the state is $14.5 million with $12.2 of this arising from indirect or supply-chain impacts and the
remaining $2.3 induced by changes in household and business income, see Table 5. The largest
impacts occur in the mining, utility, transportation and warehousing, real estate and rentals, and
government enterprises. These impacts are much smaller than those estimated for Sweetwater

County.

Table 5: Value added losses for rest of state in 2021 dollars

NAICS Aggregated Industries Indirect Induced Total
Ag, Forestry, Fish & Hunting $31.615 $4,023 $35,638
Mining $5,724,283 $16,014 $5,740,297
Utilities $1,071,662 $39,564 $1,111,226
Construction $158,299 $25,033 $183,332
Manufacturing $644,291 $24,088 $668,379
Wholesale Trade $326,590 $69,959 $396,550
Retail trade $42.687 $247,794 $290,481
Transportation & Warehousing $1,612,329 $69,229 $1,681,558
Information $81,148 $55,961 $137,110
Finance & insurance $165,351 $163,418 $328,769
Real estate & rental $218,411 $720,567 $938,978
Professional- scientific & tech $624,568 $76,594 $701,161
Management of companies $41,156 $7.132 $48,288
Waste Management $166,067 $48,732 $214,799
Educational Services $604 $15,988 $16,592
Health Care and Social Assistance $21 $322,595 $322,615
Arts, entertainment & recreation $7.,695 $37,778 $45,473
Accommodation & food services $27,925 $146,962 $174,887
Other services $44,400 $132,744 $177,144
Government Enterprises $1,247,722 $54,037 $1,301,759
Total $12,236,825 $2,278,213 $14,515,038

Employee compensation in the rest of the state follows the same pattern across sectors as
the decline in value added, see Table 6. Total employee compensation declines $4.5 million, see
Table 6. The largest losses oceur in mining, government enterprises, utilities, and professional

scientific and technical services.

Employment in the rest of the state declines by 77 FTEs with 49 arising from supply
chain impacts and the remaining 28 lost FTEs induced by lower income, see Table 7. The
largest, although modest in absolute terms, employment losses are in the mining, utilities,
transportation and warehousing, scientific and professional services, and government enterprises.

Lost tax revenues in the rest of the state are reported in Table 8. The IMPLAN model
estimates total lost tax revenues in the rest of the state are $3.4 million, much smaller than the

$29.8 million in Sweetwater County.
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Table 6: Losses of employee compensation for rest of state in 2021 dollars

NAICS Aggregated Industries Indirect Induced Total
Ag, Forestry, Fish & Hunting $6,135 $1,513 $7.,647
Mining $1,252,045 $3.672 $1,255,717
Utilities $355,921 $13,248 $369,169
Construction $75,7%6 $12,268 $88,064
Manufacturing $198,064 $8,592 $206,656
Wholesale Trade $96,452 $31,313 $127,765
Retail trade $17,397 $132,037 $149,434
Transportation & Warehousing $253,766 $37,516 $291,282
Information $28,337 $19,122 $47,458
Finance & insurance $88,929 $89,635 $178,564
Real estate & rental $44,904 $19,083 $63,987
Professional- scientific & tech $291,116 $41,795 $332,911
Management of companies $35,905 $6,222 $42,126
Waste Management $107,981 $32,318 $140,299
Educational Services $436 $12.620 $13,055
Health Care and Social Assistance $15 $256,211 $256,227
Arts, entertainment & recreation $2,243 $15.965 $18,208
Accommodation & food services $18,671 $95,482 $114,153
Other services $28,135 $80,700 $108,835
Government Enterprises $627,509 $32,431 $659,941
Total $3,529,755 $941,744  $4.471.498

Table 7: Lost employment for rest of state in 2021 dollars
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Table 8: Lost tax revenues for rest of state in 2021 dollars

Employees & Production & Households

Federal Proprietors Imports & Business Total
Social Ins. Tax- Employee $390,309 $390,309
Social Ins. Tax- Employer $292.,864 $292,864
Excise Taxes $78,048 $78,048
Custom Duty $63,261 $63,261
Corporate Profits Tax $184,091 $184,091
Personal Tax: Income Tax $522,259 $522,259
Sub-total $683,173 $141,309 $706,350 $1,530,832

State
Social Ins. Tax- Employee $20,443 $20,443
Social Ins. Tax- Employer $31,272 $31,272
Sales Tax $525,659 $525,659
Property Tax $141,532 $141,532
Motor Vehicle License $20,346 $20,346
Severance Tax $414,593 $414,593
Other Taxes $38,498 $32,935 $71,432
Sub-total $51,716 $1,140,628 $32,935  $1,225,278

County
Sales Tax $50,488 $50,488
Property Tax $175,199 $175,199
Motor Vehicle License $2,726 $2,726
Other Taxes $5,031 $2,929 $7,960
Sub-total $233,444 $2.929 $236.,373

Special Districts
Sales Tax $783 $783
Property Tax $363,763 $363,763
Other Taxes $13,706 $2,690 $16,396
Sub-total $378,252 $2.690 $380,942

General County
Sales Tax $13,521 $13,521
Property Tax $20,822 $20,822
Other Taxes $7,096 $153 $7,248
Sub-total $41,439 $153 $41,591

Government Totals $734,889 $1,935,071 $745,057  $3.415,016
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5. Total State Economic and Fiscal Impacts

This section simply provides summary tables for the economic and fiscal impacts for the
entire State of Wyoming. The closure of Unit 2 reduces state-wide value added by $148.6
million with $51.3 and $73.6 million from the utility and mining sectors respectively, see Table
9. Value added declines $6 million in transportation and warchousing and $4.7 million in the
real estate and rental sector. The next largest losses occur in wholesale trade with $2 million,
government enterprises at $1.5 million, retail trade at $1.5 million, professional scientific and
professional services at $1.3 million, and $1 million from the waste management sector.

Table 9: State-wide lost value added in 2021 dollars

NAICS Aggregated Industries Direct Indirect Induced Total
Ag, Forestry, Fish & Hunting $0 $33.,267 $6,990 $40,257
Mining $0  $73,583,813 $47,998  $73,631,811
Utilities $47,787,405 $3,353,893 $134,919  $51,276,218
Construction $0 $374,997 $112,576 $487,573
Manufacturing $0 $703,728 $25,291 $729,019
Wholesale Trade $0 $1,651,274 $353,560 $2,004,835
Retail trade $0 $212,219 $1,272,470 $1,484,689
Transportation & Warehousing $0 $5,717,844 $274,504 $5,992,348
Information $0 $152,156 $150,502 $302,658
Finance & insurance $0 $383,467 $486,470 $869,937
Real estate & rental $0 $938,361 $3,774,507 $4,712,868
Professional- scientific & tech $0 $1,045,648 $209,495 $1,255,143
Management of companies $0 $262,609 $42,596 $305,204
Waste Management $0 $823,909 $156,436 $980,344
Educational Services $0 $3.696 $71,922 $75,617
Health Care and Social Assistance $0 $25 $1,133,158 $1,133,183
Arts, entertainment & recreation $0 $11,623 $127,741 $139,363
Accommodation & food services $0 $118,782 $817,740 $936,521
Other services $0 $145,265 $592,567 $737,832
Government Enterprises $0 $1,400,256 $137,403 $1,537,660
Total $47,787,405 $90,916,832 $9,928.843 $148,633,080

Employee compensation in the State of Wyoming declines $34.9 million with $10.1
million coming directly from the utility sector, another $21 million from reduced business
activity in the supply chain, and the remaining $3.8 million induced by lower spending in the
economy from lower wage, salary, and proprictor income, see Table 10.

Nearly 75 percent of the losses in employee compensation are from losses in the utility
and mining sectors. The corresponding losses in employment are 74 and 122 FTEs respectively
in these two sectors. Dividing the loss in employee compensation by the loss the employment
indicates that the lost average employee compensation per FTE for these two sectors are
$121,019 and $152,492 for the mining and utility sectors respectively. Total employment losses
are 404 with 65 from direct impacts, 221 from indirect effects, and 118 from induced impacts,

see Table 11.
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Table 10: State-wide lost employee compensation in 2021 dollars

NAICS Aggregated Industries Direct Indirect Induced Total
Ag, Forestry, Fish & Hunting $0 $7,099 $3.224 $10,323
Mining $0  $14,751,196 $13,116  $14,764,312
Utilities $10,114,444 $1,122,328 $47,599  $11,284,372
Construction $0 $184,543 $57,925 $242,468
Manufacturing $0 $234,587 $9,243 $243,830
Wholesale Trade $0 $581,231 $162,324 $743,555
Retail trade $0 $89,594 $704,067 $793,661
Transportation & Warehousing $0 $1,364,098 $181,029 $1,545,127
Information $0 $52.,282 $49,774 $102,056
Finance & insurance $0 $213,706 $265,216 $478,921
Real estate & rental $0 $267.669 $74,082 $341,751
Professional- scientific & tech $0 $565,121 $130,311 $695,432
Management of companies $0 $200,752 $32,621 $233,373
Waste Management $0 $520,409 $105,350 $625,758
Educational Services $0 $2.536 $51,954 $54,490
Health Care and Social Assistance $0 $18 $897,929 $897,947
Arts, entertainment & recreation $0 $3.545 $50,305 $53,850
Accommodation & food services $0 $80,564 $526,477 $607,040
Other services $0 $93.611 $330,771 $424,382
Government Enterprises $0 $721,342 $90,853 $812,194
Total $10,114,444  $21,056,233 $3,784,167  $34,954,844

Table 11: State-wide lost employment in number of jobs

NAICS Aggregated Industries Direct Indirect Induced Total
Ag, Forestry, Fish & Hunting 0 0 0 1
Mining 0 122 0 122
Utilities 65 8 0 74
Construction 0 4 1 5
Manufacturing 0 2 0 2
Wholesale Trade 0 9 3 11
Retail trade 0 3 25 29
Transportation & Warehousing 0 16 4 20
Information 0 1 1 2
Finance & insurance 0 5 7 12
Real estate & rental 0 8 7 15
Professional- scientific & tech 0 11 3 14
Management of companies 0 2 0 2
Waste Management 0 16 3 19
Educational Services 0 0 2 2
Health Care and Social Assistance 0 0 21 21
Arts, entertainment & recreation 0 1 3 4
Accommodation & food services 0 4 25 29
Other services 0 2 10 12
Government Enterprises 0 8 1 9
Total 65 221 118 404
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Total tax revenues generated in Wyoming decline by $33.2 million from the closure of
Jim Bridger’s power generation Unit 2. Federal tax revenues decline $13.1 million. State tax
revenues decline $10.7 million primarily from a $4.6 million reduction in sales tax revenues and
$3.7 million in lost severance tax revenues. County tax revenues decline $9.4 million with 86
percent of this decline coming from lower property tax revenues due to lower mineral ad
valorem tax revenues.

Table 12: State-wide lost tax revenue in 2021 dollars

Employees & Production & Households &

Federal Proprietors Imports Business Total
Social Ins. Tax- Employee $2.903,829 $2.903,829
Social Ins. Tax- Employer $2.108,545 $2.108,545
Excise Taxes $1,022,093 $1,022,093
Custom Duty $828,440 $828,440
Corporate Profits Tax $2,327,532 $2.327,532
Personal Tax: Income Tax $3,963,983 $3,963,983
Sub-total $5,012,374 $1,850,532 $6,291,515  $13,154,422

State
Social Ins. Tax- Employee $159,037 $159,037
Social Ins. Tax- Employer $243,283 $243,283
Sales Tax $4,632,863 $4,632,863
Property Tax $1,246,992 $1,246,992
Motor Vehicle License $179,265 $179,265
Severance Tax $3,652,851 $3,652,851
Other Taxes $339,191 $242,322 $581,513
Sub-total $402,320  $10,051,162 $242.322  $10,695,804

County
Sales Tax $802,972 $802,972
Property Tax $2,681,519 $2,681,519
Motor Vehicle License $43,177 $43,177
Other Taxes $5,031 $30,374 $35,405
Sub-total $3,532,699 $30,374 $3,563,073

Special Districts
Sales Tax $783 $783
Property Tax $5,113,370 $5,113,370
Other Taxes $103,329 $34,363 $137,692
Sub-total $5,217,483 $34,363 $5,251,845

General County
Sales Tax $90,665 $90,665
Property Tax $299.,266 $299.266
Other Taxes $151,940 $2,009 $153,949
Sub-total $541,871 $2.,009 $543,880

Government Totals $5,414,694  $21,193,747 $6,600,583 $33,209,024
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6. Conclusions

Closing Unit 2 at the Jim Bridger reduces value added, or gross state product, in the State
of Wyoming by $148.6 million per annum. Annual total federal, state, and local tax revenues
decline $33.2 million. Closing Unit 2 also reduces employment, and our estimates indicate a loss
of 404 full-time equivalent positions.

Most of these losses occur in Sweetwater County where Unit 2 is located. Value added or
gross county product is reduced by $134.1 million and 327 jobs are lost. Sweetwater County tax
revenues are reduced by nearly $8.7 million.

These are annual losses from closing the Unit 2. If the Unit 2 were to operate through the
then end of its expected life, these losses, except the employment losses, would accumulate for
seven years. From this perspective, the economic and fiscal impacts would be 7-fold larger, or $1
billion in lost value added and $245 million in foregone tax revenues.

A complete cost-benefit analysis of the air quality benefits from closing Unit 2 is beyond
the scope of this study. Nevertheless, the cost of closing Jim Bridger Unit 2 in terms of lost value
added per ton of avoided carbon dioxide and particulate pollution are $73 and over $35,000 per
ton respectively, which both seem rather high.

Finally, closing Unit 2 may have significant impacts on maintaining the reliability of
electricity service to the thousands of customers consuming electric power generated at the Jim
Bridger plant. While estimating the impact of closing Unit 2 on the reliability of the electric grid
is also beyond the scope of this study, readers should keep in mind that the social costs of
unreliable electricity service are significant.
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Department of Environmental Quality

To protect. conserve and enhance the guality of Wyoming's
enviroryment for the benefit of current and future generstions.

Todd Parfitt, Director

Mark Gordon, Governor

Date: May 5, 2020

Mr. James Owen

Director, Environmental Services
PacifiCorp

1407 W North Temple, Ste 210
Salt Lake City, UT 84116

Permit No. P0025809
Dear Mr. Owen:

The Division of Air Quality of the Wyoming Department of Environmental Quality has completed final review
of PacifiCorp’s (CMP000574) application to modify operations at the Jim Bridger Plant (FO00645) by
establishing monthly-block average pound per hour (Ib/hr) NO, and SO, emissions limits for Units 1-4
(EGUO001-EGU004) combined and a 12-month rolling total NOx and SO, emission limit of 17,500 tons per year
(tpy) for Units 1-4 (EGUOO1-EGU004) combined. This combined set of Ib/hr and tpy limits will be enforced
in lieu of installation of selective catalytic reduction technology (SCR) on Units 1-2 (EGUO001-EGU002), and
will effectively decrease the operating capacity of the plant, thereby reducing its emission of haze-causing
pollutants, NOx and SO». The Jim Bridger Plant is located in Section 3, T20N, R101W, approximately four (4)
miles north of Point of Rocks, in Sweetwater County, Wyoming.

Following this agency's proposed approval of the request as published July 20, 2019 and in accordance with
Chapter 6, Section 2(m) of the Wyoming Air Quality Standards and Regulations, the public was afforded a 30-
day period in which to submit comments concerning the proposed modification, and an opportunity for a public
hearing. A public hearing was conducted on August 23, 2019, in the Pilot Butte Conference Room of the Rock
Springs BLM Field Office, located at 280 Highway 191 North, Rock Springs, in Sweetwater County, Wyoming.
Comments received were considered in the final permit. Therefore, on the basis of the information provided to
us, approval to modify the Jim Bridger Plant as described in the application is hereby granted pursuant to
Chapter 6, Section 2 of the regulations with the following conditions:

1. That authorized representatives of the Division of Air Quality be given permission to enter and inspect
any property, premise or place on or at which an air pollution source is located or is being constructed
or installed for the purpose of investigating actual or potential sources of air pollution and for
determining compliance or non-compliance with any rules, standards, permits or orders.

2. That all substantive commitments and descriptions set forth in the application for this permit, unless
superseded by a specific condition of this permit, are incorporated herein by this reference and are
enforceable as conditions of this permit.

3. That PacifiCorp shall file a complete application to modify their Operating Permit within twelve (12)
months of commencing operation, in accordance with Chapter 6, Section 3(¢)(1)(B) of the WAQSR.
Where an existing operating permit would prohibit such construction or change in operation, the owner
or operator must obtain a permit revision before commencing operation.

200 West 17th Street - Cheyenne, WY 82002 - http://deq.wyoming.gov - Fax (307)635-1784

ADMIN/OUTREACH ABANDONED MINES AR QUALITY  INDUSTRIAL SITING  LAND QUALITY SOLID & HAZ. WASTE ~ WATER QUALITY
(307) 777-7937 (307) 777-6145 (307) 777-7391 (307) 777-7369 (307) 777-7756 (307) 777-7752 (307) 777-7781
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4. That all notifications, reports, and correspondence required by this permit shall be submitted to the
Stationary Source Compliance Program Manager. Submissions may be done electronically through
https://airimpact.wvo.gov to satisfy requirements of this permit.

5. That written notification of the anticipated date of initial startup of the Reasonable Progress
Reassessment Project, in accordance with Chapter 6, Section 2(i) of the WAQSR, is required not more
than sixty (60) days or less than thirty (30) days prior to such date. Notification of the actual date of
startup is required within fifteen (15) days after startup.

6. That the date of commencement of construction of the Reasonable Progress Reassessment Project shall
be reported to the Administrator within thirty (30) days of commencement. In accordance with Chapter
6, Section 2(h) of the WAQSR, approval to construct or modify shall become invalid if construction is
not commenced within twenty-four (24) months after receipt of such approval or if construction is
discontinued for a period of twenty-four (24) months or more. The Administrator may extend the
period based on satisfactory justification of the requested extension.

Units 1-4 shall be limited to the following monthly-block average pound per hour (Ib/hr) NOy and SO;
emissions limits. Compliance with the limits shall be determined using continuous emissions
monitoring systems (CEMS) certified in accordance with 40 CFR part 75. The NOx and SO limits will
be effective on January 1, 2022 and initial compliance shall be determined on February 1, 2022,

Month NO, 50,
January 2,050 2,100
February 2,050 2,100
March 2,050 2,100
April 2,050 2,100
May 2,200 2,100
June 2,500 2,100
July 2,500 2,100
August 2,500 2,100
September 2,500 2,100
October 2,300 2,100
November 2,030 2,100
December 2,050 2,100
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8. Compliance with the monthly-block average Ib/hr NO. and SO, emissions limits set forth in Condition

7 of this permit shall be determined with data from certified CEMS as follows:
1. Exceedance of the lmit shall be defined as follows:

L. Any monthly-block average which exceeds the Ib/hy NG, and SO, hmits as calculated
using the following formulia:

Where:
E.; = Monthly-block average emission rate (Ib/hr)
Ly = Monthly-block average Unit 2 emission rate (Ib/hr)

Er3 = Monthly-block average Unit 3 emission rate (Ib/hr)
Evy = Monthly-block average Unit 4 emission rate (Ib/hr)

Yh=1(C1)h

EUI == .hl—l.
n

e (Ch

EUZZ Zh_l( 2)

n

Yh=1(C3)h

EU3 e hl—
n

Yh=1(C4)h

EU4:'—h 1(C)
n

C1 = Unit 1 1-hour average emission rate (Ib/hr) for hour “h” calculated using valid
data (output concentration and average hourly volumetric flowrate) from the CEM
equipment certified and operated in accordance with Part 75. Valid data shall meet the
requirements of WAQSR, Chapter 5, Section 2(j). Valid data shall not include data
substituted using the missing data procedure in subpart D of Part 75, nor shall the data
have been bias adjusted according to the procedure of Part 75. C1 shall be determined
for each calendar month used to demonstrate compliance with the emission limits set
forth in Condition 7.

(2 = Unit 2 1-hour average emission rate (Ib/hr) for hour “h” calculated using valid
data {output concentration and average hourly volumetric flowrate) from the CEM
equipment certified and operated in accordance with Part 75. Valid data shall meet the
requirements of WAQSR, Chapter 5, Section 2(j). Valid data shall not include data
substituted using the missing data procedure in subpart D of Part 75, nor shall the data
have been bias adjusted according to the procedure of Part 75. C2 shall be determined
for each calendar month used to demonstrate compliance with the emission limits sct
forth in Condition 7.
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(3 = Unit 3 1-hour average emission rate (Ib/hr) for hour “h” calculated using valid
data (output concentration and average hourly volumetric flowrate) from the CEM
equipment certified and operated in accordance with Part 75. Valid data shall meet the
requirements of WAQSR, Chapter 5, Section 2(j). Valid data shall not include data
substituted using the missing data procedure in subpart D of Part 75, nor shall the data
have been bias adjusted according to the procedure of Part 75. C3 shall be determined
for each calendar month used to demonstrate compliance with the emission limits set
forth in Condition 7.

(4 = Unit 4 1-hour average emission rate (Ib/hr) for hour “h” calculated using valid
data (output concentration and average hourly volumetric flowrate) from the CEM
equipment certified and operated in accordance with Part 75. Valid data shall meet the
requirements of WAQSR, Chapter 5, Section 2(j). Valid data shall not include data
substituted using the missing data procedure in subpart D of Part 75, nor shall the data
have been bias adjusted according to the procedure of Part 75. C4 shall be determined
for each calendar month used to demonstrate compliance with the emission limits set
forth in Condition 7.

n = The number of unit operating hours monitored during the monthly-block period
with valid emissions data mecting the requirements of WAQSR, Chapter 5, Section

2.

i PacifiCorp will comply with all monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting requirements in
Section 8.3.3 of Wyoming’s 309(g) Regional Haze SIP in addition to the reporting and
recordkeeping requirements as specified in WAQSR, Chapter 5, Section 2(g).

9. Units 1-4 shall be limited to a combined limit for NOy plus SO of 17,500 tons per year based on a 12-
month rolling total. Compliance with the limit shall be determined using a CEMS certified in
accordance with 40 CFR part 75. Valid data shall not include data substituted using the missing data
procedurc in subpart D of Part 75, nor shall the data have been bias adjusted according to the procedures
of Part 75. The NOx plus SO; limit will be effective on January 1, 2022 and initial compliance shall be
determined on January 1, 2023.

10. PacifiCorp shall retain a copy of all records necessary to determine compliance with the limits
established in Conditions 7 and 9 for five (5) years from the date of such record.

11. All conditions from previously issued permits and authorization letters/waivers for the Jim Bridger
Plant shall remain in effect unless specifically superseded by a condition of this permit.

It must be noted that this approval does not relieve you of your obligation to comply with all applicable county,
state, and federal standards, regulations or ordinances. Special attention must be given to Chapter 6, Section 2
of the Wyoming Air Quality Standards and Regulations, which details the requirements for compliance with
Conditions 3, 5 and 6. Any appeal of this permit as a final action of the Department must be made to the
Environmental Quality Council within thirty (30) days of permit issuance per Section 8, Chapter 1, General
Rules of Practice and Procedure, Department of Environmental Quality.
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PacifiCorp
Air Quality Permit P0025809
Page 5

If we may be of further assistance to you, please feel free to contact this office.

Sincerely,

Nancy E. Vehr Todd Parfitt

Administrator Director

Air Quality Division Dept. of Environmental Quality
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Message

From: Stenhouse, Jeb [Stenhouse.Jeb@epa.gov]

Sent: 12/22/2021 3:51:18 PM

To: McCabe, Janet [McCabe.Janet@epa.gov]; Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; Tsirigotis, Peter
[Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov]; Culligan, Kevin [Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: Happy Birthday to MATS...

Great read, thanks for sharing Janet. Hope you have a wonderful and restful holiday break!

From: McCabe, Janet <McCabe.Janet@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2021 2:59 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>; Tsirigotis, Peter <Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov>; Culligan, Kevin
<Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov>; Stenhouse, Jeb <Stenhouse.Jeb@epa.gov>

Subject: Happy Birthday to MATS...

hitps://subscriber politiconro.com/article/eenews /2021712 /2 how-epas-power-plant-rule-dodged-industry-fear-
spreading-284504

Janet G. McCabe

Deputy Administrator, USEPA
1200 Pennsylvania Ave. NW 3412
Washington, DC 20460
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This Week @ EPA [epanews@epa.gov]
12/21/2021 2:00:26 PM

This Week @ EPA [epanews@epa.gov]
This Week @ EPA - December 20, 2021

Winter Photo Calll We invite you to share your winter-themed photos with us. For examples of previous uses of these photos an
corwinct o vour VPN sl see our tanue ‘i?f{}fi‘ﬁ??}ui? o0 ﬁ?fﬁ@ %e‘%e{)fk We Ve ¢ c Y Ul f__{_}_{g_{ to make /t even easier t
Questions can be sent fo: infeny

In case you missed it

Senior Leadership Messages

. Administrator Regan anngunces Presidential Rank Award recipients.
. Deputy Administrator McCabe provides infarmation on an executive order catalyzing America’s clean energy economy thr
. Deputy Administrator McCabe shares updats on EPA’'s COVID-19 Workplace Safety Plan.

News Releases

. EPA finalizes greenhouse gasg standards for passenger vehicles, paving way for a zero-emissions future.

. EPA fzkes ¢ m(‘ai siep towards strengthening science used in chemical risk evaluations.

. EPA anncunces nationwide moniinring effort to better understand extent of PFAS in drinking water.

. EPA szetflement with Avanter Performanse Malerials resolves public right to know and mercury export violations.

. EPA announces plans to uss first 818 from Bipartisan Infrastructure Law funds to clear out the superfund backlog.

. EPA anngunces intent to strengthen lead and copper regulations, support proactive lead service line removal across
the country.

. EPA anngunces $14.1 Million to fund 133 environmental justice grants.

. EPA awards over $32 million for tribal environmental programs in Alaska and the Pacific Northwest.

. EPA announces over $3 Millien in funding to small businesses to develop environmental technologies.

. EPA extznds public comment period on proposal to cut methane and other poliution from the oil and natural gas industry.

Dr. Evisabel Craig, OCSPP Jermaine Hawkins, OMS
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This week we highlight Dr. Evisabel Craig, who is a team leader in the Office
of Chemical Safety and Pollution Prevention (OCSPP). Evisabel joined EPA
in 2012 as an ORISE fellow at the Office of Research and Development in
Cincinnati, OH. Throughout the years, Evisabel has performed hazard and
risk assessments for a variety of industrial chemicals to aid in cleanup efforts
under the Superfund program and to determine safe levels for chemical

use in residential and occupational settings.

Evisabel has also participated in multiple EPA-wide efforts, including the
development of the EPA New Approach Methods (NAMs) work plan for
reducing the use of animals in chemical testing, and she worked on the
rulemaking process for the designation of several PFAS chemicals as
hazardous substances.

Evisabel has a Ph.D. in Pharmacology and Toxicology from the University of
Arizona and is a diplomate of the American Board of Toxicology. In her spare
time, she enjoys hiking with family and friends as well as mentoring youth
through various initiatives.

Peter Johnson, Region 4

This week we introduce Jermaine Hawkins from EF
{OMS). Jermaine Is the technical manager for the a
{iPhone and iPad) Jermaine implemented software
settings and compliance policies allowing the agen
compliant with the following Federal Information Se
reguirtements:

e Protect against malware and malicious ap
through a mobile threat defense solution.

e Prevent the execution of unauthorized soft
L Prevent access to enterprise resources

(e.g. email) when security updates are not perform
timeframe.

I addition, he has been proactive in identifying anc
security vulnerabilities. His expertise with mobile de
improve the agency's mobile device security postur

Jermaine has over 11 years of federal service He
college and a senior in high schoal. Jermaine enjol
with his daughters. He loves SpOI‘tS and is an avid v
Boston Celtics fan. He also enjoys travelling, espet
pools are involved.

Dr. Susan Burke, OAR
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This week we highlight Peter Johnson from Region 4's Land, Chemicals and This week, we highlight Dr. Susan Burke in
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Redevelopment Division (LCRD). Redevelopment and Chemicals Branch,
Polychlorinated Biphenyl (PCB) and Sustainability Section,

Peter joined EPA in March of 2020 as a PCRB Project Manager, where he guides the
grivate and public sectors on PCB-related matters He also reviews PCB permit
applications and PCB Cleanup Plans, and issues PCB Approvals He feels very
fortunate to be part of the amazing and dedicated PCB Team with Terti Crosby-Vega,
Jan Martin. Edmond Burkes, and PCB and Sustainability Section Chief Barbara
Alfano!

Additionally he serves as LCRD s Health and Safety Officer, Reglon d's Asian
American Pacilic Islander's Special Emphasis Program Manager, and Region 4's
Disgster Mitigation and Recovery | ead He enjoys the opportunity to work with EPA
personnel in other Divisions through these roles,

Prior to joining EPA, Peter, a Professional Geologist, worked at the Georgia
Environmental Protection Division for approximately five years, and in environmental
consulting for approximately eight years.

Outside of work, Peter enjoys spending time with friends and family, hiking, and
camping (with his wife, 3-year-old son, and dog), fishing, canoeing, juggling,
woodworking, and traveling (oh how he misses traveling).

Susan serves as a technical lead on electric
infrastructure in the Transportation and Clirr
role in the $2 billion Zero Emission Vehicle |
Volkswagen Settlement, and continues to in
infrastructure work through research and int
more electric cars, trucks, and buses expec
helping to answer big picture questions abo
needed to support them.

in her 12 years at EPA, Susan has also had
to muitiple rulemakings and engage in mods
greenhouse gas emissions from transportat
most enjoyable work has been developing e
Green Vehicle Guide website, including an
vehicles work. (Can you spot the raccoon in

Susan has a Ph.D. in physics and conducte
National Accelerator Laboratory near Chica
also spent a year as an American Associatit
Science, Science & Technology Policy Fellic

MNominale an emploves today and he/she/th

Week @ EPA, EPA@Work, and/or on Linke

Instructions for time and attendance for Pay Period 01, December 19, 2021-January 1, 2022
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This is time and attendance guidance for Pay Period 01, 2022 December 19 2021 January 1, 2022 All time and

aitendance for dgency empioyees mlist be input and attested o by the emp!oyee and approved by their supervisar a5
follows:

® Timecard Corrections for Prior Pay Periods - no later than 10 p.m. Eastern Time, Tuesday.
December 28 Please tiark v caleiniar 80 you don't miss this deadline.
® Time and Attendance for Pay Period 01 ending January 1, 2022 - no later than 10 p.m. Eastern Time,

information on each code. The list is of time reporting codes and guidance for time and attendance to be used
for the COVID-19 impacted pay periods.

If you have any questions about this time and attendance guidance or heed assistance, please submit a helpdesk ticket

ED_006533_00001284-00006
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In the field: Sampling in Coeur d’'Alene, Idaho
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The Coeur d'Alene Basin Cleanup is located in northern idaho and eastern Washington. Historical mining and milling
disposal methods spread contaminants throughout the channel and floodplain of the South Fork and mainstem of the
Coeur d’Alene River and the site was added to the National Priorities List in 1983. Office of Research and Development

(ORD) researchers recently traveled to the area to sample pore water, surface water, and sediments. Read more about
this work in EPA’s Science Matters Newsletter produced by ORD.

Resaturces for Seasonal Affective Disorder
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EPA's Employee Assistance Program (EAP) Earer (B8 has many helpful resources for those impacted by Seasonal
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Affective Disorder (SAD). According to the Blaticnial Inabhe of Blenial Health 'SAD is not considered a separate
disorder but is a type of depression characterized by its recurrent seasonal pattern, with symploms lasting about4 o 5
months per yvear " SAD s temporary and typically onhly occurs when days are shorter and there is less sunlight. There
are treatment options avallable for SAD, so speak to your healthcare provider about which options are best for you.

Some of the indicators associated with SAD include:

Symptoms of major depression.

Oversleeping (hypersomnia),

Craving carbohydrates.

QOvereating and/or weight gain.

Social withdrawal (1 e, feeling like "hibernating”).

¢ 8 8 ¢ @

If you or someone you know is in immediate distress or is thinking about hurting themselves, please call
the National Suicide Prevention Lifeline toll-free at 1-800-273-TAl K (8255).

To access online resources visit wow cxpve o (Bal) and use the EPA password, which is usepa For additional
EAP information visit EE 8 88 banet Bite. For questions please email eonfiens noy
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Make adding agency calendar events to Outlook easier
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Are you frustrated when adding events posted on the agenoy calendar to your Qutiook calendar? Do you have to save
the iCal file (*.ics) to your downloads folder and then open the file independently to save it to Outlook? e have a

Reminder: Help Wanted — Application Reviewers for 2021 EE Grants — Deadline Extended!
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EPA recently i ouncad up to $3 million In funding for locallv-focused environmental education grants under the
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nvironmental Education (EE) Local Grant Program . Applications were due Dec 6 2021 and OEE needs vyour help

PA will award grants in each of EPA's 10 Regions, for a total of 30-40 grants nationwide. Given the needed

ssistance with awarding these grants — and the opportunity for valuable training - please (in consultation with your
upervisor) consider voluinteering your time. The experience of reviewing grants will foster a more informed and
quitable EPA warkiorce and help align the agency with the government-wide priority for equity and the Administrator's
acus on supporting underserved communities.

he lime commitment for serving as an OEE Grant Reviewer [s approximately 10-20% over 60 days. Reviewer training
ill begin in mid-December and scoring of applications will be done In January and early-February. In some instances,
he time commitrment can be adjusted based on your workload.

nigrested staif are enoouraged 10 review more detalled infarmation and appiy through Siie
ecember 30

Matketnaaoe by

or information on the EE Grants Program, please visit the EE Guante mieinet o

Reminder: Nominations are open! 2022 Samuel J. Heyman Service to America Medalis
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On November 9, Deputy Administrator McCabe announced that the 2022 Samust J. Hevman Service 1o America
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Medalz (“Sammies”) (Exit) nominations are open. Sponsored by the Partnership for Public Service, the Sammies
highlight excellence in the federal workforce. Anyone can submit a nomination. Individuals will be recognized in the
following medal and nomination categories:

. Federal Employee of the Year.

. Paul A. Volcker Career Achievement.

. Emerging Leaders.

) Safety, Security, and International Affairs.
. Management Excellence.

. Science and Environment.

. COVID-19 Response.

The deadline to complete a nomination form (Exil) is January 14, 2022. For more information, including nomination and
selection process, medal categories, and criteria, please visit the Service 1o America Medals website (Exil).

CEC Cause of the Week: Mental Wellness
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Mental health conditions can be overlooked as people often conceal underlying conditions and hidden struggles with a
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smile of routine motions. Each of Us have had life expetiences that have a prolonged effect on our mental health. No
one should have to suffer alone. Understanding and highlighting mental health awareness is critical to ensure we can all
recoghize the signs and help affected individuals get the help and ohgoing support they need.

Globally, more than 264 million people of all ages suffer from depression. One in five peaple living in an area affected by
conflict will likely have depression. anxiety, post-traumatic stress disorder, bipolar disorder, or schizophrenia, which can
warsen if untreated by a professional.

Also, poor mental wellness Is associated with rapid social chiange, stressful work conditions, gender discrimination,
social exclusion, unhealthy lifestyle, physical illness, and hiuman rights violations. The most comimon mental and
neurological disorders for those aged 60 and older are dementia and depression.

Your donation to mental health cause areas tackles stigmas, prioritizes mental health programs, provides resources,
and offers treatment efforts. Your gift improves the lives of individuals, families, and our communities affected by mental
health. Joi the GRG0 conneninly ey and become a changemaker,
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TUHOR bu s ceen Bl b e e Hetalis

Twitter video of Administrator Began driving an eleciric Volvo garbags
truck

. Tweet

Michae! Regan, U8 EPA L

| had some fun t%}%& wa&kmd test driving EV frus

@WolvoTrucksh AW Modernizing ©
nation’s h@awwdaty fleet is hz}w we'll deliver on
clean energy future,
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Dok o e e b Calaeilar Bitton. Seleat e
Iaal antiy R URAE iiloade tos ald s et b e
Dol coleginy. Mede B edis a6 i Berens
Ulsase gl on wone B cenadl or  praimnied
i o e B el Besaen

Coming soon:
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Jan. 11 Budire of el tdiiatin Baaioe fe

ot s e R AR ot Sh Ao R oS ol oo oe R e ot
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Binnlioaas
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Jan. 12: Fudive ol el b ating Sasainn il
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Jan. 12: BRS baios winbinae
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Jan. 13: Fudiive ol Wl tediiatie Baaaioe e

ot s e R AR ot Sh Ao R oS ol oo oe R e ot

ED_006533_00001284-00028



EPA-HQ-2021-5551

Binnlioaas
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*Future of Work information sessions are for non-
bargaining unit employees and supervisors

Boosting Your Immunity Use Live Transcription in vour Teams meetings

webinar
Microsolt Tearms mestings now have live ranscrintion! That means your Teams meetings can

Maintaining a healthy immune  have wice-to-lext anscriotion happen as people are speaking. During the meeting the text
system is central to protecting  appeais (6 the dobt of the meeting screen in real time and includes the speaker < name and &
your body against fime stamp. After the meeting. vou can download the franscriohion file from the meeling chat
infection. Learn how to

strengthen your immune system To stat live transcription. you must be g meeling organizer of presenter. Then

by participating in the Virginia

Hospital Center’s Boosting Your 1¢ giic}( thg Mﬁr@ aﬂﬁﬁﬁg &EEID%GS fﬁ)m the tOp e balﬂ

Immunity webinar on Thursday,

January 13 from 2-3 p.m. ET.

Regster today (Exib.

on’ fram the drop-down menu.

For more information, visit the

Heallh and Wellness pageon 5 Notify attendees that transcription started. An alert will appear at the top of the meeting

the Office of Mission Support's i et yau knaw the transcription started
Safety and Sustainability

Division’s intranet site.

4 To stop the ranserintion, click the More actions ellipses and select
Stop transeription’

ou cab learn more about the Teams mesting |
Jehsite,

esolirces: Yol can sign up for lve Mitraaafl (fflee B85 Gaining dlascss: yiew feonidad
ralnine dlaases and join the Toane Uaers Comimindty finside Teams), where youlll
find sditionsl BRS cuidanae dosiimyents

Note: This event is presented to

support health and wellness. Need help? For techhical issiles, please contact the Enterprise IT Service Desk (EISD)
EPA does not endorse this at BiShmens aow or 1-866-411-4372

business, practitioner or service.
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Message

From: Dan Galpern [dan.galpern@gmail.com]

Sent: 12/23/2021 7:28:43 PM

To: Regan, Michael [Regan.Michael@epa.gov]; Arroyo, Victoria [Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov]; Freedhoff, Michal

[Freedhoff.Michal@epa.gov]; Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.loseph@epa.gov]; Carbonell, Tomas
[Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov]; Hoffer, Melissa [Hoffer.Melissa@epa.gov]; Jason.A.Schwartzi ex. s rersonal privacy ) | REZiNA
McCarthy i Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP)
Subject: Pre-filing consultation
Attachments: 2021.12.23_Letter prefiling to Admin Regan.pdf

December 23, 2021

Michael S Regan, Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20460

By email to: Regan.Michael@epa.gov

Dear Administrator Regan,

I am pleased to convey to you the attached draft Petition Seeking A Phaseout of New and Removal of Legacy
Fossil Fuel Greenhouse Gas Emissions.

We submit here in draft form in aid of pre-filing consultation, pursuant to 50 FR 46825 (Nov. 13, 1985).
Petitioners and I look forward to hearing from you.

Sincerely yours,

Dan Galpern

Law Offices of Daniel M. Galpern

2495 Hilyard St., Suite A

Eugene, Oregon 97405

541.968.7164 (cell)
dan.galpern@gmail.com
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Message

From: Utech, Dan [Utech.Dan@epa.gov]

Sent: 1/5/2022 7:40:46 PM

To: McCabe, Janet [McCabe.Janet@epa.gov]; Cassady, Alison [Cassady.Alison@epa.gov]; Goffman, Joseph
[Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: CPO agenda items

It’'s out!

From: McCabe, Janet <McCabe.Janet@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, January 5, 2022 2:14 PM

To: Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady.Alison@epa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph
<Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: CPO agenda items

This looks good to me, Dan. Not thinking of anything else, unless we need to say anything about £ Ex 5 eliverative Process (op)

From: Utech, Dan <Utech.Dani@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, January 5, 2022 1:19 PM

To: McCabe, Janet <}icCabea Janet@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alison®epa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph
<GoffmanJoseph@ena.gov>

Subject: CPO agenda items

‘ Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
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Message

From: Deluca, Isabel [Deluca.lsabel@epa.gov]

Sent: 1/12/2022 4:14:17 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov]
cC: Millett, John [Millett.John@epa.gov]

Subject: NY Times inquiry on burning waste coal

Attachments: 2022-1-10 NYT Qs on waste coal and WV.docx

Hi Joe and Tomas, just wanted to make you aware of this press inquiry (see below), and draft response {(attached).
Please let me know if you have any questions or edits.

Thanks,
Isabel

From: Carroll, Timothy <Carroll.Timothy@epa.gov>

Sent: Monday, January 10, 2022 3:09 PM

To: Millett, John <Millett.John@epa.gov>; Harwood, Jackie <Harwood.Jackie @epa.gov>; Nitsch, Chad
<Nitsch.Chad@epa.gov>

Cc: Conger, Nick <Conger.Nick@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: From Dionne at NY Times

Hi all,

We have an inquiry from a NY Times _reporter honing to chat with an_EPA expert on_burmine waste coal for a storv. about
a facility owned by Sen. Manchin Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Thanks all — the reporter is hoping to hear back in the next day or two if possible. Talk soon!

Tim Carroll {he/him)

Deputy Press Secretary
Environmental Protection Agency
202-384-7510 {mobile)

From: Dionne Searcey <dionne.searcey@nytimes.com>

Sent: Monday, January 10, 2022 2:49 PM

To: Carroll, Timothy <Carroll. Timothy@epa.gov>; EPA Press Office <Press@epa.gov>
Subject: From Dionne at NY Times

Here you go.

How many power plants in the US are burning waste coal now?

How did waste coal end up as renewable energy?

It seems as though for waste coal used in power plants — that those plants have received special treatment, such
as tax breaks. Any thoughts on why that is?
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Is Grant Town in W. Virginia different from other waste coal burning facilities? How so?

Is Grant Town still burning waste coal?

Is the burning of waste coal in power plants more polluting than the burning of coal in general?
If you had any background about uses for waste coal that would be great too.

Thanks,

Dionne 917-545-4904

Pursuit of Disobedient Women” on sale from Random House
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Message

From: EPA Office of Public Affairs [epa@Bulletinintelligence.com]
Sent: 9/9/2021 10:58:35 AM

To: Bulletin Intelligence [epa@bulletinintelligence.com]
Subject: EPA Daily News Clips for Thursday, September 9, 2021

ClHolt to acopss mobils-optimized online version, including download options and an audio reader,

prodliceitby E§ S i
wign

‘iaton

Agency

Daily News Clips: Brougnt to you by the Office of Public Afiairs

September 9, 2021

Access

Please note that not all resources are subscribed to and not all will be accessible. To access full
articles, being on the VPN will enable you {0 access the resources that the ERA National Library
Network subscribes to {including Inside EPA, E&E News, some Bloomberg content, eic.) The Library
alse subscribes o the New York Times through the ProQuest platform (this link). While the Library doses
not subscribe to the Washingion Post, EPA employees may subscribe via their epa.gov email address.

To subscribe or unsubscribe to this report, please visil:
hitps Jepa. bulletinintelligence.comfsubsceribe and enter yvour EPA email address.

Today's Table of Contents

Administrator
« Ragan Fromises Strictest Meathane Rule Yetl (E&E Publishing)

Alr
« ERA Preparing For Tightening Of Power Plant Mercury Standard. {Inside EPA)

ED_006533_00001433-00001



EPA-HQ-2021-5551

« Environmental Groups Sue EPA Over CAA Exemptions. (Bloomberg BNA)

Brownfields/Superfund/Other Cleanups + Redevelopment

« Aflanta Neighborhood Considered For Superfund National Priorities List, (Atlanta Joumnmal-Constitution)
« Four Sites Added To Superfund National Priority List. (Bloomberg BNA)
« WY City Proposed For Superfund List, (AF)

Budget/Recovery Act

« Industry Groups Says Emissions Fee In Reconciliation Budget “Duplicative” With EPA Rules. (Inside
EPA}

Climate Change

« Study Shows Most Remaining Fossil Fuels Must Remain Unused To Limit Global Warming Below
Critical Threshold. (CNN international)

= California Recall Vote Could Reverse Some Of The State’s Ambitious Climate Policies. (New York
Times)

» Conservation Group Says it Will Only Support Democrats Who Back $3.57 Reconciliation Package.
{The Hill)

= House Natural Resources Committes Votes To Keep Funding For Civilian Climate Corps In Federal
Budget. (Washingion Times)

= Environmental Groups Call For Delay Of COR26. (Politico)

« California Carbon Offset Program Allows Polluters To Cutsource Obligations To Fight Climate Changs.
(Los Angeles Times)

« UAW Wary OF Biden’s Ambitious Electric Vehicle Plan. (CNN International}

« Company Finds Product To Use Battery Technology After Ten Years Of Tryving. (Bloomberg)

« Chevron, Delta, Geogle To Measure Emissions Data From Sustainable Avigtion Fuel. (Houslon
Chronicle)

« ABB Unveils New High-Powsr Charging Solution For Mining Sector Equipment. (Mining Technology)

Editorial/Op Ed/Commentary/l.etiers

» Cruz And Santiago: Biden Climate Legacy May Depend On Who He Appoints To Lead FERC. (The
Hilh

= Creasman: California Climate Legisiation Fell Victim To Ol And Gas Interests. (Sacramento Bee)

= Orszag: US Carbon Border Adjustment Proposal 1s Needlessly Complicated. (Bloomberg)

= Cathoun: California Is Wise To Turn To Natural Gas To FPrevent Rolling Blackouts. (Fort Myers News-
Press)

Energy issues

* Researchers Say Majority OF Fossil Fuel Reserves Should Be Left In The Ground To Mest
Environmental Goals. (AP)

= Entergy Faces Criticism Qver Failures To Adapt To Climate Change. {(National Geographic)

« Biden Administration Releases Plan To Produce Almost Half OF US Elsctricity From Solar By 2050,
(New York Times)
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« Vermont Solar Services Company Acquires SunCommaon. (AP}

« FERC Invites Renewable Energy Developers To File Comments On Experiences With Interconnaction.
(Renewable Energy World)

« US Wind Energy Sector Expanded By 16 GW During 2020, {The Hilh

« Electrolyzer Manufacturer Predicts Green Hydrogen Will Come Online Faster Than Most Expect. (S&P
Global Platts)

* Talos Energy Working Alongside State, Federal Authorities To ID Owner OF Gil Pipeline Behind US
GoM Leak. (Natural Gas intelligence)

= Interior Depariment To Review, Possibly Replace, Trump-Era Plan For Opening National Petroleum
Reserve-Alaska To Exploration. (Anchorage Daily News)

= AK Supreme Court Rules Regulators improperly Rejected Pelilion For Hearing On 2017 Pipeline Leak.
{Offshore Engineer)

= Poll Shows Most Pennsylvanians Want Fracking To End. (Pittsburgh City Papern)

= WY Qi And Natural Gas Groups Allege DOI Not Complying With Federal Court Order. (Natural Gas
Intelligence)

« Carbon Neutral LNG Demand Rising Despite Criticism. (Bloomberg)

HQ Amplification
« EPA Scignce Advisory Board Almost Ready To Meet Again. (Agri-Pulsa)

Toxics

« EPA To Propose First-ever Forever Chemical’ Discharge Limits. (The Hill)

« California Bill Banning PFAS In Packaging Heads To Govemor, (Bloomberg BNA)

» Lawmakers, Firefighter Union Waork In Tandem To Get PFAS Out Of Thelr PPE. (Inside EPA)
« ERPA Flanning To Revise Discharge Limits For Metal Finishing, Slaughterhouses. {nside EPA)
« EPA Froposes Broader TSCA Evaluation Of D4 {Inside ERPA)

Water

» Michigan Gov. Wants 5200M To Replace Lead Watsr Pipes; Benlon Harbor To Ask EFPA To Provide
Botiled Water For Drinking. (AP)

= Pre-2015 WOTUS Finds Some Support In Comments. {Inside ERA)

= Fox Says New WOTUS Definition Will Factor In Climate Change. (Bloomberg BNA)

inistrator

Regan Promises Strictest Methane Rule Yet.

E&E Publishing (8/8, Chemnick) reports EPA Administrator Michae! Regan “confirmed last week that
his agency will meet Prasident Biden's September deadling 1o propose methane reguiations for the ol
and gas sactor” Regan “said during an event last week hosted by Resources for the Fulure that
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methane reduction has ‘never been done as aggressively as we plan to do it The Trump Administration
“spernt four vears working to scutlle the Obama-era” methane rule “in ways it hoped would also erect
future barriers 1o regulating methane from existing sources,” but “Congress took the unusual step of
invalidating a Trump EPA roliback and replacemeant rule” and restored the Chama rule in June,

Backioiop &

EPA Preparing For Tightening Of Power Plant Mercury Standard.

inside EPA (9/8) reports, "EFA’s imminent proposal restoring the prerequisiie legal finding that itis
“appropriate and necessary” (A&N) to reguiate air toxics emissions from power plants is expected o
include an information-gathering drive to faciliiate a possible future tightening of its landmark mercury
and air toxics standards (MATS), sources say.”

Environmental Groups Sue EPA Over CAA Exemptions.

Bloomberg BNA (9/8, Hijazi) reports the Natural Resources Defense Council, Sierra Club, and
Environmental Integrity Project filed a suit against the EPA in the US District Court for the Northern
District of California Wednesday “over a Clean Air Act exception that wipes cerlain pollution events off
the map during sudden facility startups and shutdowns.” Exemptions in the State Implementation Plans
under the Clean Alr Act “allow for emissions that are released from things like flaring from petroleum
refineries and petrochamica! facilities.”

Back v top &

Cleanups +

Atlanta Neighborhood Considered For Superfund National Priorities List.

The Atlants Journal-Constilution (8/8, Miller) reports the EPA is proposing Atlanta’s English Avenug
neighborhood for the Superfund National Priorities List. An EPA investigation begun in 2019 shows 311
out of 753 properties sampled “have shown levels of lead above 400 parts per million, the EPA threshold
that calls for clean-up.” Ninety-three properties have already been remediated. Lead-containing slag was
used in the neighborhood as fill. A decision is expected in Spring 2022, EPA Adminisirator Michael .
Regan in a statement Wednesday, “EPA recognizes that no community deserves o have contaminaied
sites near where they live, work, pray, and go to school, By adding sites o the Superfund NPL, we are
helping to ensure that more communities living near the nation’s most serous uncontrolied or
abandoned releases of contamination have the protection they deserve.”
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Four Sites Added To Superfund National Priority List.

Bloomberg BNA (9/8) reports the Cherckee Zinc-Weir Smalter in Wier, KS; the Pioneer Metal Finishing
Inc. site in Franklinville, NJ; the Billings PCE site in Billings, MT, and the Northwest Odessa Groundwater
site in Odessa, TX *have joined the mora than 100 federal sites on the Environmental Frotection
Agency's National Priority List.” The total Superfund priority sites, “including sites being cleansd up by
states or private companies, is more than 1,300

V City Proposed For Superfund List.

The AP (3/9) reports the office of Sen. Joe Manchin (D-WV) said in a news release that the EPA
proposed adding the groundwater of Paden City, WV 1o the list of Superfund cleanup sites. The town
was found to have high levels of the solvent tetrachlorosthylene, a likely carcinogen that is used in dry
cleaning, in its waler

Back iolop &

udget/Recovery Act

industry Groups Says Emissions Fee In Reconciliation Budget
“Duplicative” With EPA Rules.

inside ERPA (9/8) reports, "A coslition of national and local off and gas groups and fusl users is citing
ERA's current and planned methane emissions rules for the seclor (o oppose congressional Democrats’
plan to enact a fee on such emissions in their pending budgest ‘reconciliation’ package, calling the Capitol
Hill proposal ‘duplicative and unnecessary.” The industry pushback (o the methane fee, led by the
American Pelroleum Institute (AP, marks a rare case when industry is backing ERA regulation over
other alternatives.”

Backinton 4

Study Shows Most Remaining Fossil Fuels Must Remain Unused To Limit
Global Warming Below Critical Threshold.

LN Internationat (8/8, Ramirez) reports a new study published in the journal Nature "found that nearly
50% of the planel’s remaining ol and natural gas and 80% of its coal reserves should remain in the
ground by 2050, underscoring that most regions around the world must reach peak fossil fusl production
now or within the next decade {0 avoid the critical climate threshold.” According to the researchers, their
model accounts for how quickly global economies could move away from fossil fuels, though scientists
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wamad “that their findings may be an underestimate, since their model doesn't consider future Earth
system feedbacks, nor does | take inio account underlying uncertainties around the deployment of
technologies needed to curb emissions.”

California Recall Vote Could Reverse Some Of The State’s Ambitious
Climate Policies.

The New York Times (/8, Plumer) reports, “California has long cast iiself as a leader in the fight
against global warming, with more solar panels and electric cars than anywhere elseg in the nation. But
the state’s ambitious climate policies now face their biggest reckoning to date.” Many of the Republicans
looking to replace Gov. Gavin Newsom in the state’s Septl. 14 recall election “want to roll back the state's
aggressive plans to curb its planst-warming emissions, a move that could have nationwide implications
for efforis 10 tackle climate change given California’s influence as the world’s fifth-largest economy.”

Conservation Group Says It Will Only Support Democrats Who Back $3.5T
Reconciliation Package.

The Hill (9/8, Schnell) reports that the League of Conservation Voters, “emphasizing the urgency for
addressing climate change and contending that the infrastructure package can heip the U5, halve its
carbon pollution by 2030, says it will only endorse Democratic candidates in upcoming election cycles
who support the multitriflion-doliar reconciliation spending package curently being negotiated on Capitol
Hill,

House Natural Resources Committee Votes To Keep Funding For Civilian
Climate Corps In Federal Budget.

The Washington Times (8/8, Richardson) reports Democrats on the House Natural Resources
Committee voled against an amendment {ast week proposed by Rep. Lauren Boebert (R-CO) that would
have removed funding for the proposed Civilian Climate Corps. from the federal reconciliation budgst,
During a hearing, Boebert gaid, "There is absolutely no reason to funnel money toward a program like
this when so many of cur industries are already struggling 1o find workers.” Democrats “swung back by
stressing the need o tackie long-neglected deferred-maintenance projects at national parks and forast
management as wildfires consume millions of acres in the dry, overgrown Western foresis.”

Environmental Groups Call For Delay Of COP26.

Politico (98, Chol) reports, “The upcoming UN. climate conference, COP26, is fast approaching, and
there are still some major questions on whether the event should even procesd.” More than “1,500 green
groups are now publicly demanding yet another delay amid the pandemic, arguing that going forward
with the current Covid mitigation plans would be cost prohibitive for delegations from poorer countries
who would have to guaranting on arrival in the UK But the governments “of several poor countries are
saying a delay would do more harm than good, citing the mounting urgency of cimate changs,
POLITICO Eurepe’s Karl Mathiesen reports.” The Climate Vulnerable Forum, which is composed of
developing couniries that face significant risks from climate change, “sent out their own statement
Tuesday demanding COP26 go ahead as plannad, saying the ol of another delay would be teo greatl”
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California Carbon Offset Program Allows Polluters To Outsource
Obligations To Fight Climate Change.

The Los Angeles Times (88, Halper) reports that, “as fire ripped through the Mendocine County hills
the summer of 2018, burning g vast expanse of forest and turning buildings to ash, a curious thing was
happening at Eddie Ranch, 8 sprawling property scorched by the flames.” Months after the fire, which
‘burned enough of Eddie Ranch to make nearly all of its planned carbon cradiis useless in the fight
against global warming, the state of California allowed the operation to sell the credits to poliuters.” Ol
company PBF Energy “said it purchased the cradits without checking their origin.” Activists, however, are
‘exasperated that state climate laws allow oil companies (o use the arcaneg offset! system to poliute” in
their communities. The Times says “polluters use the program {0 ouisource their obligations o fight
global warming: The cradits purchased from faraway forests allow them {o claim greenhouse gases they
release al their facilities are not hurting the planet”

UAW Wary Of Biden’s Ambitious Electric Vehicle Plan.

LOHN International (978, Nilsen) reports that, in August, President Joe Biden "announced a target that by
2030, half of the vehicles sold in the United States will be bhattery elactric, fuel-cell electric or plug-in
hybrid.” But resistance o Biden's plan “is coming from a surprising stakeholder: the United Autoworkers
Union, one of Biden's oldest political allies.” The union has long been concerned “about the shift to
slectric vehicles and its implication for jobs, with electric vehicles taking about 30% less labor to
assemble than traditional internal combustion engine vehicles, industry experts have old CNN.”

Company Finds Product To Use Battery Technology After Ten Years Of
Trying.

Bloombery (U8, Baker) reports, “Next-genaration battery company Sila Nanotechnologies ine. finally
has a product that consumers can take home - after 10 years of trving.” Silg’s technology will help
‘power a health and fitness-fracking wearable device from Whoop Inc., the companies announced
Wednesday,” marking the Yfirst ime since Sila’s founding in 2011 that the firm's technology has been
included in a mass-produced device.” Sila is one of multiple upstart companies “lrying 1o substantially
improve the performance of lithium-ion batieries, which power everything from phones 1o cars”

Chevron, Delta, Google To Measure Emissions Data From Sustainable
Aviation Fuel.

The Houston Chronicle (9/8, de Lung) reports, "Chevron intends 1o produce aviation biofuel, self it to
Delta Alr Lines and track the emissions via Google Cloud, the three companies said Tuesday.” Cheavron
will create a test batch of the fuel at its El Segundo Refinary, then "Delta will use it at Los Angeles
international Airport, a major global hub for Delta’s fleet” The fuslis “produced from feedstocks such as
cooking off and animal fat to reduce carbon emissions compared (o petroleum-based et fuels.” Google
will build a data framework “and use cloud-based technology to track the test batch of the fuel for
Chevron and Della for potential greenhouse gas emissions reductions.” For Chevron, “the daia from the
partnership with Delta and Google will help the company better undersiand the emissions from
renewable aviation fuel production and delivery, supporting its goal to advance lower carbon fuels, Andy
Walz, president of Americas Fuels & Lubricants for Chevron, said”
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Axios (9/8, Ceman) reports the companies said they “hope 10 create g common, more ransparent
model for analyzing potential greenhouse gas emissions reductions that could then be adopled by
organizations considering SAF programs.”

ABB Unveils New High-Power Charging Solution For Mining Sector
Equipment.

Mining Technology (9/8) reports, “The ABB Ability eMine FastCharge provides high-power electric
charging for haul trucks.” Swiss automation firm ABB has “introduced ABB Ability eMing, a new portfolio
of electrification and digital systems {o accelerate decarbonisation in the mining sector.” The “zero-
carbon ming offering has the capacilty to elecirify mining squipment across hauling, hoisting, grinding
and material handling, from mine to port.” ABB said in a statement: “Charging time will depend on the
battery capacity on board the haul truck and the operational profile, however in many instances a
suitable state of charge could be reached within 15 minutes.” Also included in the "new portfolio is the
ABE Ability eMine Trolley Systam, which can cut diegsel consumption by up to 80%.7

Backiniop 4

entary/Letters

Cruz And Santiago: Biden Climate Legacy May Depend On Who He
Appoints To Lead FERC.

In an op-ed for The Hill (9/8), Sierra Club President Ramén Cruz and White House Environmenial
Justice Advisory Council member Ruth Santiago write that, “while President Joe Biden is taking
imporiant steps to reduce fossil fusl poliution and make our infrastructure more resilient in the face of
extreme weather, his true climate legacy may rest on who he appoints” (o lgad the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission (FERC). They argue that "Biden has an opportunity {o nominate a Democratic
climate champion who, if confirmed, can join the two incumbent Democrats to form a pro-climate and
pro-environment majority.” Unfortunately, write Cruz and Santiago, “he is facing tremendous industry
pragsure o nominate someone who would maintain the status quo of fracked gas develppment -
supported by the two sitting Republicans”

Creasman: California Climate Legislation Fell Victim To Oil And Gas
Interests.

in an op-ed for the Sacramento (CA) Bes (9/8), California League of Conservation Volers CEO Mary
Creasman argues thal recent disasters such as drought and wildfires “call for California leaders {0 show
unparalisled courage in confronting the climate crigis — and the big oil and gas interests driving i1.”
Instead, she contends, “key leaders in the state Senate protected a status quo of fossil fuel reliance” and
blocked “crucial legislation 1o keep drilling pollution away from marginalized neighborhoods and to phase
out production of oil and gas.” Not coincidentally, Creasman writes, “three Democrats ~ Majority Leader
Bob Hertzberg of Los Angeles, Energy Chalr Ben Hueso of San Diego and President Pro Tem Toni
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Atkins of San Diego ~ fogether raked in hundreds of thousands of dollars in campaign donations from ol
and gas interests over their careers.”

Orszag: US Carbon Border Adjustment Proposal Is Needlessly
Complicated.

Bloomberyg (9/8) contributor Peter Orszag says it would be needlessly complicated for the US to
implement a carbon border adjusiment mechanism without also implementing a domestic carbon pricing
system. Orszag says this approach "would have an odd political economy effect: It would indirectly
reveal a carbon price for the U.S. That fact is worth highlighting, because a key reason the U5 has
bean unable to impose a national carbon tax or permit trading system is skitlishness over the potential
political attacks it would bring.” He adds, “If we can handle revealing a carbon price through a border
adjustment mechanism, why not just take the more dirgct route by setling a carbon price in the first
place?” Orszay concludes, “A carbon price may not be the panacea it's sometimes presented as in Econ
101 discussions. ... But the border adjustment mechanism illustrates how much more complicated we
make things by being unwilling to simply and directly impose a price on carbon.”

Calhoun: California Is Wise To Turn To Natural Gas To Prevent Rolling
Blackouts.

In an op~ad for the Fort Myers {FL) News-Press (9/8), Florida Natural Gas Association Executive
Director Dale Calhoun writes that, “in recent years, local governments” across California “have banned
natural gas in favor of renewable energy alternatives.” As a result, energy cosis in the state have
skyrocketed and “residents are enduring rolling blackouts.” Cathoun says “things are so dire, California
Governor Gavin Newsom was forced to declare a state of emergency for the power grid.” Now, state
officials “scrambling o shore up power resources are turmning to natural gas to save them.” This, Calhoun
argues, is “a smart policy move by California,” as “natural gas is clean, sffordable and reliable.”

Back v top &

nergy issues

Researchers Say Majority Of Fossil Fuel Reserves Should Be Left In The
Ground To Meet Environmental Goals.

The AP (9/8, Costley) reports researchers from University College London said in a study in the joumnal
Nature on Wednesday that the majority of remaining global oil, natural gas, and coal reserves should be
left in the ground in order to meet the goals of the Paris Climate Agreemaent. The researchers “say sarlier
estimates, published in 2015, had o be updated.” They now “calculate that nearly 80% of the world’s oil
and gas reserves and 90% of the coal reserves need 1o stay in the ground by 2050 to meet climate goals
of the Paris Climate Agreement.” Axios (98, Freedman) provides additional coverags.

Entergy Faces Criticism Over Failures To Adapt To Climate Change.
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Mational Geographic (9/8, Juhasz) reports in continuing coverage that Entergy is facing oriticism over
its failure adequatsly address climate change. Critics “contend that Entergy has not only failed to
adequalely adapt its energy model to the climate crisis, it has also fought aggressively against readily
available solutions, such as solar power.” In an interview, Entergy spokesman Neal Kirby said, “Entergy
has long believed climate change poses a significant risk to our region, our business, our society, and
our planet.” Kirby “cited an Entergy plan for at least 5,000 megawatis of renswable energy by 2030 and
net-zerc carbon emissions by 2050 using, among other means, carbon capture and sequestration, and
reducing coal in favor of increased natural gas and nuclear energy.”

Biden Administration Releases Plan To Produce Almost Half Of US
Electricity From Solar By 2050.

The Mew York Times (9/8, Penn) reports that the Biden Administration “on Wednesday released a plan
0 produce almost half of the nation’s electricity from the sun by 2050 as part of its effort to combat
climate change.” The administration’s goal of 45 percent, up from 4 percent last year, *would represent a
huge leap and will most likely take a fundamental reshaping of the energy indusiry.” The Energy
Department "said the country needed to double the amount of solar energy installed every year over the
next four years comparad with last vear. And then it will need to double annual installations again by
20307 The Times adds that "'many of the details will ultimately be decided by lawmakers in Congress,
which is working on a bipartisan infrastructure bill and a2 much larger Democratic measure that could
authorize $3.5 trillion in federal spending.” CHN (8/8, Nilsen) reporis tha! a new Department of Energy
analysis “lays cut a8 blueprint for how the administration could achigve that goal using solar energy, but
Bider's administration is also pursuing other forms of renewable energy, including wind.” The Hill (8/8,
Budryk) carries further coverage.

Vermont Solar Services Company Acquires SunCommon.

The AP (8/8) reports that Vermont solar and data services company iSun “said Wednesday it has
goquired a business that provides solar energy 1o home and commerdial properties in a $40 million cash
and stock deal” iSun Chairman Jeffrey Peck "said the acquisition of SunCommon in Walerbury honors
his company's 50-vear legacy of technological innovation.” SunCommon “provides solar energy to home
and commercial properties” in both Yermont and New York.

FERC Invites Renewable Energy Developers To File Comments On
Experiences With Interconnection.

Rengwable Ensrgy World (8/8, Konidena) reports that “renewable energy developers have until Oct. 12
o file comments with the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission about their experiences with
interconnection.” The Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (ANOPR) “provides a forum for small
and large developers to voice their concems with RTO interconnection rules.” This ANOPR is an
"opportunity that combines both transmission planning and generator interconneaction planning.”

US Wind Energy Sector Expanded By 16 GW During 2020.

The Hill (9/8, Kelley) reports, "The wind power sector is booming in the U5, with a new report from the
U5, Department of Energy (DOE) highlighting the growth of wind energy operations in the nation, as
part of President Biden's larger plan to get the U.S. {0 nel zero emissions by 20357 More than “16,000
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megawatts of U.S. wind power-generating capacity was installed in 2020, a record vearly figure” it
marks the “first time wind power developments culpaced solar power instaliations, culminating in $24.8
bitlion in investment across 25 states.” Energy Secretary Jennifer M. Granholm, “These reporis contain
such terrdfic news: the U.S. installed a record-breaking amount of land-hased wind energy last year.
They underscore both the progress made and the capacity for much more affordable wind power {0
come — all necessary o reach President Biden's goal of a decarbonized electricily sector by 20357

Electrolyzer Manufacturer Predicts Green Hydrogen Will Come Online
Faster Than Most Expect.

S&P Global Platis (9/8, Burgess) reports the CED of electrolyzer specialist Nel on Wednesday
pradicted that blug hydrogen has a role (o play in the energy transition, but the market underestimated
how gquickly green hydrogen can be mobilized. Nel CEC Jon Andre Lokke “said blue hydrogen.. would
be nesded in the energy transition alongside green hydrogen powerad by renewable electricity, as the
size of projected demand was so large.” However, green hydrogen projects will likely come online and
be cost-competitive with gray hydrogen even before large-scale blue hydrogen projects are commercially
operating.

Talos Energy Working Alongside State, Federal Authorities To ID Owner Of
Oil Pipeline Behind US GoM Leak.

Matural Gas Intelligence (9/8) reports in continuing coverage that Talos Energy is working with the US
Coast Guard and Louisiana state officials "o identify the owner of an oil pipeline that appears 1o be
legking in Louisiana state watlers.” On Tuesday, Talos "said it continued {0 lead the efforts (0 contain and
control the ol release, which likely occurred following Hurricane Ida on Aug. 29.7 Talos has confirmed vig
physical inspections and by subsea sonar scans “thal. . iis assetls were not the source or cause of the
release.”

interior Department To Review, Possibly Replace, Trump-Era Plan For
Opening National Petroleum Reserve-Alaska To Exploration.

The Anchorage (AR} Dally News (9/8) reports the Biden Administration on Tuesday announced plans
for the Interior Department to review and potentially replace a pre-existing managemaent plan for the
National Petroleum Reserve-Alaska. The previous plan was put into place by the Trump Administration,
and would “put millions more acres on the table for possible ol and gas development” if it remaing in
place. Howsver, an initial assessment by the Interior Department shows that the Trump-gra plan
“conflicts with President Joe Biden's executive order in January 10 reduce greenhouse gas emissions,
according o a legal memorandum filed in g U8, District Court case in Anchorage on Tuesday.”

Further coverage is provided by Reuters (9/8).

AK Supreme Court Rules Regulators Improperly Rejected Petition For
Hearing On 2017 Pipeline Leak.

{Offshore Engineer (9/8, Rosen) reporis the Alaska Supreme Couwrt ruled Friday that the Alaska Ol and
Gas Conservation Commission (AQGCC) improperly rejected g petition for a hearing on a 2017 natural
gas leak from a pipeling in the Coold inlet owned by Hilcorp. The AGGCC “provided 'no supporting
avidence’ to back s claim that i lacked jurisdiction over the 2017 pipeline leak, the court said.” In its
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decision, the court said, “The Commission’s statements about having investigated whether the leak was
waste are wholly unsupported.”

Poll Shows Most Pennsylvanians Want Fracking To End.

The Pittsburgh Clty Paper (8/8, Deto) repors that "according to a recent poll commissioned for the
sustainably-minded think tank Chio River Valley Institute, 55% of Pennsyivania voters support the
immediate or eveniual end of [fracking] in the commonwealth.” The poll was conducted “by progressive
poiling firm Data for Progress, and it says that 25% of Pennsybvanians say that fracking should end as
soon as possible and ancther 30% of Pennsylvanians say i should be phased out over time.” Just 31%
of state residents “support maintaining fracking in the state.”

WY Oil And Natural Gas Groups Allege DOI Not Complying With Federal
Court Order.

Matural Gas Intelligence (9/8, Baker) reports the Western Energy Alliance and the Petroleum
Association of Wyoming filed a meriis brief in the Wyoming District Court on August 30 alleging that the
Department of the Interior is not moving quickly enough to comply with a court order issued in June
requiring it to resume federal ol and natural gas lease sales. The groups’ brief “states that the Bureau of
Land Management (BLM) has canceled all ol and gas lease sales that were or should have been
schedulad for 2021 in violgtion of DOPs statutory obligations "and without adequate explanation.” The
brief “cites lease sales that were posiponed or cancelad by BLM's Nevada, Colorado, Montana/Dakotas,
Utah, Wyoming, Eastern States and New Mexico offices.”

Carbon Neutral LNG Demand Rising Despite Criticism.

Bloomberg (98) reports carbon neutral LNG cargoes are increasingly popular among Asian buyers
despite lingering guestions arcund the efficacy of associated carbon offsels. In the past month, “BP Plc
and Malaysia's Petroliam Nasional Bhd delivered so-called green cargoes o customers in Taiwan and
Japan, respectively.” Overall, “wice as many ‘carbon neutral’ LNG shipmenis have changed hands so
far this year than 2019 and 2020 combined, according o a tracker by BloombergNEF.” However, no
industrywide standard yet exists for quantifying emissions from LNG, "nor is there government oversight
io ensure that offsets come from projects and deliver the carbon savings promised.”

Backiniop 4

EPA Science Advisory Board Almost Ready To Meet Again.

Agri-Pulse (Request Arlicle) (9/3, Davies) reports the EPA Scisnce Advisory Board will start meeting
again later this year, after being "dormant” so far under the Biden Administration. An agency
spokesperson said the final hires for the 47-member board are underway now. The board, made up of
25 men, 22 women, and 16 people of color, will “tackle climate change and environmental justice issuesg”
and “work on diverse topics imporiant to EPA’s mission.”
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Backiniop 4

Toxics

EPA To Propose First-ever ‘Forever Chemical’ Discharge Limits.

The Hill (9/8, Frazin) reports the EPA on Wednesday announced “that it will propose a rule 1o set the
first~ever limits on the amounts of chemicals called PFAS [that] can be discharged.” In thee new plan,
released on Wednesday, the agency “affirmed that it would propose a rule setling limits for PFAS
wastewater discharges from facilities that manufacture the substances, as wall as from chromium
glectroplating facilities.” The plan also “lustrates one way that EFA is following science to betler protect
public health and the environment,” Assistant Administrator for Water Radbika Fox said in a statement.
She continues, “Importantly and for the first ime, EFA is commitling to limit PFAS in wastewater
discharges.”

Also reporting is Bloomberg BRA (2/8, Magiil)

California Bill Banning PFAS In Packaging Heads To Governor.

Bloomberg BNA (9/8, Rizzulo) reports California legisiation “bhanning Yorever chemicals’ from food
packaging and requiring disclosure of their presence in cockware is headed o California Gov. Gavin
Newsom (D). The governor's office has “declined to comment on his plans for signing the bill.” The bill
which has passed both the state Assembly and Senate, “would broadly define PFAS covering many
chemicals and would ban the chemicals as of Jan. 1, 2023, from plant-based food packaging, such as
paper or bamboo.” If the bill is signed, California “will join Connecticut, Maineg, Minnesota, New York,
Yermont, and Washington state in banning PFAS in food packaging.”

Lawmakers, Firefighter Union Work In Tandem To Get PFAS Out Of Their
PPE.

inside EPA (3/8) reports, “Lawmakers and firefighters seeking to eliminate per- and poly-Hluorcalkyl
substances (PFAS) from first responders’ persenal protective squipment (PPE) are advancing measures
io boost safer alternatives, including a new legislative push in Congress and efforts by a firefighting
union to repeal safely standards seen as requiring PFAS. The dualtrack efforis to directly boost
adoption of PFAS-fres firefighting PPE mark an escalation of prior strategies that focused largely on
funding research inlo altermative technologies”

EPA Planning To Revise Discharge Limits For Metal Finishing,
Slaughterhouses.

inside EPA (9/8) reports, "EPA is planning to revise technology-based limits on discharges from the
chemical manufacturing and metal finishing sectors to addrass per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances
{(PFAS) for the first time, and to revise discharge Himits for slaughterhouses to reduce nutrients, handing
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a win io environmentalists who are pushing o toughen such standards. The agency Sept. 8 released iis
Prefiminary Effluent Guidelines Program Plan 157

EPA Proposes Broader TSCA Evaluation Of D4.

inside EPA (3/8) reports, "EPA Is proposing to expand the scope of its TSCA evaluation of the widely-
used chemical octamethyicyclotetra-siloxane (4) beyond what manufacturers requested, floaling plans
to include several uses environmentalists and automakers urged the agency 1o consider that could lead
to federal presmption of future state policies. The agency posted its proposed scope for the D4 risk
evalugtion on Sept. §, detailing the various conditions of use ERA will scrulinize for ‘unreasonable risks’
in a Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) evaluation.”

Bloomberg BNA (9/8, Rizzuto) also reports.

Backinton 4

ter

Michigan Gov. Wants $200M To Replace Lead Water Pipes; Benton Harbor
To Ask EPA To Provide Bottled Water For Drinking.

The AP (9/8, Eggert) reports that Michigan Gov. Gretchen Whitmer on Wednesday “proposed spending
$200 million in federal pandemic relief funding to replace lead water pipes across Michigan, where aging
underground infrastructure was exposed by Flint's disaster.” included in the plan is $20 million to replace
the lead water pipe lines in Benton Harbor, Michigan within five years. Near the end of the article, the AR
reports that that some in the Benton Harbor community, “while appreciative [of the $20 million], said it is
not enough. The Rev. Edward Pickney, president of the Benton Harbor Community Waler Council, said
he and snvironmental groups on Thursday will ask the Environmental Protection Agency o provide
bottled walter or another source of safe drinking water — such as water trucks — until lead pipes are
goneg.”

Amid its coverage of Whitmer's plan, the Detrolt News (9/8, Fleming) reports that Elin Betanzo, a former
ERA official and water quality expert “who helped expose the Flint water crisis, applauded the effort and
said it's urgent to move quickly. The stale Legisiature neeads to approve the new funding 1o get the lead
lines out because no one should be drinking water from a lead service line;” she said. 'if's also critical
that the U.S. Congress fully fund lead service line replacement in the budget reconciliation.”™

In broader coverage, Lender Sguare {IL) (W8, Walker, Square) reports that Whitmer's proposal would
expand the Mi Clean Waler Plan, with funding for the expansion coming “from federal funds allocated
the state from the American Rescue Plan as well as other federal, state and local resources.” The $200
million “would expand upon the current $102 million in the M Clean Water Plan. A news release issued
by the governor and EGLE asserts the $302 million total will be used o ‘replace thousands of pipas in
hundreds of communities,” but still will net be enough o complets the task.” Indeed, Whitmer and the
Department of Environment, Great Lakes, and Energy (EGLE) are “anticipating the state’s share of
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Fresident Joe Biden's proposed Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, which would allocate $15 billion
nationwide for lead service line replacement.”

Pre-2015 WOTUS Finds Some Support In Comments.

inside EPA (3/8) reports, “Two decades after the Suprame Court first targeted EPA's reguialory
definition of the waters of the United States (WOTUS), some groups are urging Biden officials o return
o the original measures that were in place at the time though industry and environmenialists are
pushing for a return o the Trump or Chama definitions, respectively. In recently filed comments, drinking
water utiliies say neither the Trump nor Cbama administrations adequately addressed some of their
concems.”

Fox Says New WOTUS Definition Will Factor In Climate Change.

Bloomberg BNA (978, Magilh) reports EPA Assistant Administrator for Water Radhika Fox said
Wednasday that “the ways climate change is altering waler bodies both nationally and regionally ~ as
well as the notion of lived experience’ — will factor heavily into” the Biden Administration’s definition of
WOTUS, Fox was speaking at a virtual conference of the Environmental Council of the Siales.

Backioiop &

Copyright 2021 by Bulletin Intelligence LLC Reproduction or redistribution without permission prohibited. Content is
drawn from thousands of newspapers, national magazines, national and loca! television programs, radio broadeasts,
social-media platforms and additional forms of open-source data. Sources for Bullelin Intefligence audience-size estimates
include Scarborough, GIK MRI, comBeore, Nislsen, and the Audit Buresu of Circulation. Data from and access {o third
party sccial media platforms, including but not limited to Facebook, Twitler, Instagram and others, is subject o the
including embedded Tweels are also subject tu Twitter for Website's information and privacy policies. The EFA Daily
Administrator Intelligence Briefing is published five davs a week by Bullelin Intelligence, which creates custom briefings for
government and corporate leaders. We can be found on the Web at Bulletininielligence.com, or called at {703} 483-6100.
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Message

From: Lance, Kathleen [Lance.Kathleen@epa.gov]

Sent: 1/18/2022 7:18:21 PM

To: Utech, Dan [Utech.Dan@epa.gov]; McCabe, Janet [McCabe.Janet@epa.gov]; Goffman, joseph
[Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]

cC: Morgan, Ashley [Morgan.Ashley.M@epa.gov]

Subject: FW: Video-call: Meeting with Gina McCarthy

Attachments: 2022 01 13 Meeting w Gina McCarthy on Power Sector.pptx

All — this meeting with Gina has been rescheduled for 3:00PM on Friday, 1/21.
Joe — are any updates needed for the attached slides?
Kindly,

Kathleen C. Lance

Director of Scheduling and Advance
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Cell: (202) 941-1109

From: Kim, Eunjung <Kim.Eun@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, January 12, 2022 10:08 AM

To: Lance, Kathleen <Lance.Kathleen@epa.gov>

Cc¢: scheduling <scheduling@epa.gov>; Hooper, Daniel <hooper.daniel@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Video-call: Meeting with Gina McCarthy

Hey Kathleen,

Attached are the slides and Briefing Memo for Thursday’s meeting with Gina McCarthy. | know you're checking in with
Dan on the need for the Memo, so please feel free to scrap it if it’s not necessary. It mostly has language the
Administrator and others have seen in previous briefings and all the useful information is in the slide deck.

Thanks!

Eunjung Kim

Special Assistant

Office of Air and Radiation
Environmental Protection Agency
(202) 815-7252

From: scheduling <scheduling@ena.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, January 11, 2022 9:43 AM

To: scheduling; Utech, Dan; McCabe, Janet; Goffman, Joseph
Subject: Video-call: Meeting with Gina McCarthy

When: Thursday, January 13, 2022 4:00 PM=4:30.EM_(UTC-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada)........ -
Where: https://pitc.zoomgoy,.con Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) |

-Administrator Regan
Virtual:

-Gina McCarthy
-Ali Zaidi
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-Deputy Administrator Janet McCabe
-Dan Utech
-Joe Goffman

Hi there,

Arianna Menzelos (she/her) is inviting you (0 a scheduled ZoomGov mesting.

-,,,,,,,,
/
e

One tap
mobile:

~  EX. 6 Personal Privacy (PP)

Meeting
i
Fasscode

Join by Telephone

For higher quality, dial a number based on your current iocation.
Dial:

- EX. 6 Personal Privacy (PP)

Passcod

international numbers

Join from an H.323/81P room system

H.323:

Meeting
i

Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP)
Passcods
SiF;

Passcode
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Message

From: Campbell, Ann [Campbell. Ann@epa.gov]

Sent: 1/21/2022 10:19:25 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]

CC: Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov]; Nunez, Alejandra [Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov]; Kim, Eunjung
[Kim.Eun@epa.gov]; Hooper, Daniel [hooper.daniel@epa.gov]; Shoaff, John [Shoaff.John@epa.gov]

Subject: FOR YOUR REVIEW: Prep for OMB Quarterly

Attachments: Actions projected to go to OMB by April 30_OAR.docx; Actions that were included in the Fall 2021 Regulatory
Plan_OAR.xisx

Joe, please find attached a word doc for your review showing the proposed changes (including additions) to the
schedules for rules headed to OMB between now and April 30. In total there are approximately 27 actions, roughly 7 of
which we are seeking expedited review. This does not include actions already at OMB. Also included is the PM action
which will fall right outside the scope of this review. However, not included is the oil & gas supplemental, which also falls
right outside the scope of this review but | think we may want to include for awareness sake.

The excel document for your review simply adds actions which are agency priorities in 2022 but were not identified in
the fall reg agenda.

Both are in RLSO to show the changes should you have questions. OP has set a deadline of 1/25 but would prefer the
sooner the better as | understand the DA is looking for information from this pull as well. So, when you are comfortable
with these, | will send to OP.

Another clean report will be pulled prior to the actual quarterly that | can take and color code/annotate for your
presentation. For the moment, we just need to be comfortable with the schedules and that the priorities identified are
accurate.

Let me know if you have any questions. Thank you.

Ann (Campbell) Ferrio

Chief of Staff

EPA/Office of Air and Radiation
Office: 202 566 1370

From: Campbell, Ann

Sent: Tuesday, January 18, 2022 11:05 AM

To: Iglesias, Amber <lIglesias.Amber@epa.gov>; Chang, Alice <Chang.Alice@epa.gov>; Culligan, Kevin
<culligan.kevin@epa.gov>; Herbolsheimer, Courtney <herbolsheimer.courtney@epa.gov>; Jessica Mroz
(mroz.jessica@epa.gov) <mroz.jessica@epa.gov>; Burch, Julia <Burch.Julia@epa.gov>; Phillips, Tuana
<phillips.tuana@epa.gov>; Lau, Patrick <Lau.Patrick@epa.gov>; Graff, Michelle <graff.michelle@epa.gov>

Cc: John Shoaff (Shoaff.John@epa.gov) <Shoaff.John@epa.gov>; Lubetsky, Jonathan <Lubetsky.Jonathan@epa.gov>;
Mcquilkin, Wendy <Mcquilkin.Wendy@epa.gov>; Hooper, Daniel <hooper.daniel@epa.gov>; Olson, Heather
<Olson.Heather@epa.gov>; Hockstad, Leif <Hockstad.Leif@epa.gov>

Subject: ACTION: Prep for OMB Quarterly - due Noon Friday

All — it’s that time again — the OMB quarterly! Please provide an RLSO of the word doc (in sharepoint) and include the
requested information on expedited review(s) by noon Friday. As requested, please also be sure to make any changes in
EAMS. The word doc will be used for leadership review, but OP will pull a new report from EAMS for the quarterly. OP
has also requested that we review and update, as needed, the attached Excel spreadsheet which includes our priorities
from the Fall Reg Agenda.

Please let me know if you have any questions. Thank you!
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Ann (Campbell) Ferrio

Chief of Staff

EPA/Office of Air and Radiation
Office: 202 566 1370

From: Nickerson, William <Mickerson, William@epa. gov>

Sent: Friday, January 14, 2022 2:42 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman. loseph® epa,. gov>; Fox, Radhika <Fox.Radhika@epa.gov>; Waterhouse, Carlton
<Waterhouse Carlton@epa.gov>; Freedhoff, Michal <Fresdhoff. Michal@epa.gov>; Arroyo, Victoria

<Arrovoe Victoria@epa.gcov>

Cc: Hofmann, Angela <Hofmann, Angela@epa.zov>; Smith, Peterj <Smith.Peteri@epa.gov>; Lousberg, Macara
<Lousberg Macara@epa.gov>; Trombley, Michael <Trombley Michael@spa gov>; Campbell, Ann
<Campbell.Anntepa,gov>; Culligan, Kevin <Cullisan Kevin@ena.gov>; Banks, Dawn <Banks.Dawn@epa.gov>; Mattick,
Richard <kattick Richard@epa.gov>; Muellerleile, Caryn <Muellerleile Caryn@epa gov>; Kramer, Melissa
<Kramer Melissa@epasov>; Curry, Bridgid <Curry. Bridesid@epa.gov>; Sughrue, Karen <Sughrue. Karen@spa,gov>;
Corrales, Mark <Corrales Mark@epa.gov>; Maignan, Tawanda <Maignan, Tawanda@epa.gov>; Pritchard, Eileen
<Pritchard. Elleen@epa.gov>; Lewis, Josh <lewis Josh@epa.sov>

Subject: in preparation for a meeting with OMB in early February

Hello —

OMB has requested to meet with EPA in early February to get a preview of the actions we will soon be sending for
interagency review and to discuss regulatory priorities for 2022. In order to begin preparing for the meeting we have
created the attached documents, based on information currently in EAMS.

The attached Word document provides information on actions that are expected to go to OMB for review between now
and April 30, 2022. Please examine this list and make sure it is complete. If dates need to be added or changed, or
information about deadlines needs to be revised, please make the updates in EAMS. This list includes actions that we
anticipate could be reviewed by OMB even if they have not yet been formally deemed significant under EO 12866. You'll
notice that the document also contains a column for the reason and duration for any expedited reviews. Please use this
column in the Word document to indicate if we intend to request expedited review, and if so, the duration of and reason
for the expedited review.

The attached Excel document includes the list of actions EPA identified as regulatory priorities in the Fall Regulatory
Plan. Please update this file by adding or deleting actions to reflect current regulatory priorities for 2022.

Please ask that your staff make any necessary updates to EAMS by January 25th. If you or your staff have any questions,
please let me or Caryn Muellerleile know and we would be happy to assist.

Thank you in advance for your help.

Bill

William (Bill) Nickerson

Director, Office of Regulatory Policy and Management

Office of Policy
Phone: (202) 566-0326
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Message

From: Campbell, Ann [Campbell. Ann@epa.gov]

Sent: 1/25/2022 2:08:48 PM

To: Nickerson, William [Nickerson.William @epa.gov]

CC: Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; Shoaff, John [Shoaff.John@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: in preparation for a meeting with OMB in early February

Attachments: Actions projected to go to OMB by April 30_0OAR2.docx; Actions that were included in the Fall 2021 Regulatory

Plan_OAR.xlsx

Bill, as requested, please find attached OAR response to this request. EAMS has been updated accordingly. Please let me
know if you have any questions.

Thank you.

Ann (Campbell) Ferrio

Chief of Staff

EPA/Office of Air and Radiation
Office: 202 566 1370

From: Nickerson, William <Nickerson.William@epa.gov>

Sent: Friday, January 14, 2022 2:42 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>; Fox, Radhika <Fox.Radhika@epa.gov>; Waterhouse, Cariton
<Waterhouse.Carlton@epa.gov>; Freedhoff, Michal <Freedhoff.Michal@epa.gov>; Arroyo, Victoria
<Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov>

Cc: Hofmann, Angela <Hofmann.Angela@epa.gov>; Smith, Peterj <Smith.Peterj@epa.gov>; Lousberg, Macara
<Lousberg.Macara@epa.gov>; Trombley, Michael <Trombley.Michael@epa.gov>; Campbell, Ann

<Campbell. Ann@epa.gov>; Culligan, Kevin <Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov>; Banks, Dawn <Banks.Dawn@epa.gov>; Mattick,
Richard <Mattick.Richard@epa.gov>; Muellerleile, Caryn <Muellerleile.Caryn@epa.gov>; Kramer, Melissa
<Kramer.Melissa@epa.gov>; Curry, Bridgid <Curry.Bridgid@epa.gov>; Sughrue, Karen <Sughrue.Karen@epa.gov>;
Corrales, Mark <Corrales.Mark@epa.gov>; Maignan, Tawanda <Maighan.Tawanda@epa.gov>; Pritchard, Eileen
<Pritchard.Eileen@epa.gov>; Lewis, Josh <Lewis.Josh@epa.gov>

Subject: in preparation for a meeting with OMB in early February

Hello —

OMB has requested to meet with EPA in early February to get a preview of the actions we will soon be sending for
interagency review and to discuss regulatory priorities for 2022. In order to begin preparing for the meeting we have
created the attached documents, based on information currently in EAMS.

The attached Word document provides information on actions that are expected to go to OMB for review between now
and April 30, 2022. Please examine this list and make sure it is complete. If dates need to be added or changed, or
information about deadlines needs to be revised, please make the updates in EAMS. This list includes actions that we
anticipate could be reviewed by OMB even if they have not yet been formally deemed significant under EO 12866. You'll
notice that the document also contains a column for the reason and duration for any expedited reviews. Please use this
column in the Word document to indicate if we intend to request expedited review, and if so, the duration of and reason
for the expedited review.

The attached Excel document includes the list of actions EPA identified as regulatory priorities in the Fall Regulatory
Plan. Please update this file by adding or deleting actions to reflect current regulatory priorities for 2022.

Please ask that your staff make any necessary updates to EAMS by January 25th. If you or your staff have any questions,
please let me or Caryn Muellerleile know and we would be happy to assist.
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Thank you in advance for your help.

Bill

William (Bill) Nickerson

Director, Office of Regulatory Policy and Management
Office of Policy
Phone: (202) 566-0326
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Message

From: Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov]

Sent: 1/25/2022 8:24:06 PM

To: Millett, John [Millett.John@epa.gov]; Deluca, Isabel [Deluca.lsabel@epa.gov]
CC: Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]

Subject: FW: MATS Friday

From: Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, January 25, 2022 3:23 PM

To: Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton.Lindsay@epa.gov>; Niebling, William <Niebling.William@epa.gov>; Enobakhare,
Rosemary <Enobakhare.Rosemary@epa.gov>

Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov>

Subject: MATS Friday

Team — we have been ok-ed to get the MATS appropriate and necessary finding out on Friday.i EX- 5 Deliberative Process (DP) :
i Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP) | need to do some notifications. I’m sure OAR can handle most of the rollout planning but
I’'m flagging it for OPA, OPEEE, OCIR. Thanks, Dan
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Message

From: Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov]

Sent: 1/25/2022 8:27:23 PM

To: Culligan, Kevin [Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov]; Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; Millett, John
[Millett.John@epa.gov]; Tsirigotis, Peter [Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov]; Koerber, Mike [Koerber.Mike@epa.gov]

cC: Campbell, Ann [Campbell.Ann@epa.gov]; Hooper, Daniel [hooper.daniel@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: MATS Friday

Dan alerted Vicki separately — thanks Kevin

From: Culligan, Kevin <Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, January 25, 2022 3:26 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov>; Millett, John
<Millett.John@epa.gov>; Tsirigotis, Peter <Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov>; Koerber, Mike <Koerber.Mike@epa.gov>
Cc: Campbell, Ann <Campbell. Ann@epa.gov>; Hooper, Daniel <hooper.daniel@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: MATS Friday

Thanks Joe — great news. Does OP know yet? | don’t see them on Dan’s e-mail.

From: Goffman, Joseph <Guffman Jossph@epa.zov>

Sent: Tuesday, January 25, 2022 3:25 PM

To: Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov>; Millett, John <piillett Johni®epa. gov>; Culligan, Kevin
<Cullizan. KeviniBepa.gov>; Tsirigotis, Peter <Tsivigotis.Peteri@epa.gov>; Koerber, Mike <Kosrber. Mike@epa.gov>
Cc: Campbell, Ann <Campbell. Annf@epa gov>; Hooper, Daniel <hoopear.daniel@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: MATS Friday

Plus Ann and Dan

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Goffman, Joseph

Sent: Tuesday, January 25, 2022 3:24 PM

To: Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonel Tomasi@epa.gov>; Millett, John <Bdillett. lohn@epa. gow>; Culligan, Kevin
<cufligan kevin@epa.gov>; Peter Tsirigotis (Tsirigotis. Peter@epa.gov) <Isirigotis. Peter@sepa.zov>; Mike Koerber
(Koerber Mike@epa,.gov) <Koerber. Mike@epa.zov>

Subject: FW: MATS Friday

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Utech, Dan <iech.Dan@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, January 25, 2022 3:23 PM

To: Hamilton, Lindsay <Hansitton. Lindsay@epa. gow>; Niebling, William <Misbling Willlam@epa.gov>; Enobakhare,
Rosemary <Enghakhare Rosemary@epa.gov>
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Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Gotfman Joseph@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell. Tomasi@epa.gov>
Subject: MATS Friday

Team — we have been ok-ed to get the MATS appropriate and necessary finding out on Fridayi Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
i Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP) ineed to do some notifications. 'm sure OAR can handle most of the rollout planning but

I'm flagging it for OPA, OPEEE, OCIR. Thanks, Dan
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Message

From: Campbell, Ann [Campbell. Ann@epa.gov]

Sent: 1/25/2022 8:27:59 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.loseph@epa.gov]; Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov]; Millett, John
[Millett.John@epa.gov]; Culligan, Kevin [Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov]; Tsirigotis, Peter [Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov];
Koerber, Mike [Koerber.Mike@epa.gov]

CC: Hooper, Daniel [hooper.daniel@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: MATS Friday

And has anyone notified OMB?

Ann (Campbell) Ferrio

Chief of Staff

EPA/Office of Air and Radiation
Office: 202 566 1370

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, January 25, 2022 3:25 PM

To: Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov>; Millett, John <Millett.John@epa.gov>; Culligan, Kevin
<Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov>; Tsirigotis, Peter <Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov>; Koerber, Mike <Koerber.Mike @epa.gov>
Cc: Campbell, Ann <Campbell. Ann@epa.gov>; Hooper, Daniel <hooper.daniel@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: MATS Friday

Plus Ann and Dan

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Goffman, Joseph

Sent: Tuesday, January 25, 2022 3:24 PM

To: Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell. Tomas@epa. zov>; Millett, John <pdillett. lohn@epa.gzow>; Culligan, Kevin

<cutlipan kevin@epa.pov>; Peter Tsirigotis (Tsirigotis Peter@epa.gov) <Tsirlpotis Peter@epa.zov>; Mike Koerber
(Koerber Mike@epa.pov) <Koerber. Mike B epa.gov>

Subject: FW: MATS Friday

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Utech, Dan <Litsch.Dani@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, January 25, 2022 3:23 PM

To: Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton. Lindsay@epa.gov>; Niebling, William <Niebling. William&epa.gov>; Enobakhare,
Rosemary <Enchakhare Rosemaryi@epa.gov>

Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Goffiman doseph@ ena.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov>

Subject: MATS Friday
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__Team — we have been ok-ed to get the MATS appropriate and necessary finding out on Friday.E Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP) |
i Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP) i need to do some notifications. I’'m sure OAR can handle most of the rollout planning but
I'm flagging it for OPA, OPEEE, OCIR. Thanks, Dan
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Message

From: McCabe, Janet [McCabe.Janet@epa.gov]

Sent: 1/25/2022 8:28:50 PM

To: Utech, Dan [Utech.Dan@epa.gov]; Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; Carbonell, Tomas

[Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov]; Cassady, Alison [Cassady.Alison@epa.gov]; Arroyo, Victoria [Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov]
Subject: RE: MATS this week

Here's Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

From: Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, January 25, 2022 2:35 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison
<Cassady.Alison@epa.gov>; McCabe, Janet <McCabe.Janet@epa.gov>; Arroyo, Victoria <Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov>
Subject: MATS this week

Spoke to Gina and Ali. E Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP) i
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Message

From: Enobakhare, Rosemary [Enobakhare.Rosemary@epa.gov]

Sent: 1/25/2022 8:56:41 PM

To: Niebling, William [Niebling.William@epa.gov]; Utech, Dan [Utech.Dan@epa.gov]; Hamilton, Lindsay
[Hamilton.Lindsay@epa.gov]

cC: Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: MATS Friday

Thanks for the update Dan.

From: Niebling, William <Niebling.William@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, January 25, 2022 3:53 PM

To: Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>; Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton.Lindsay@epa.gov>; Enobakhare, Rosemary
<Enobakhare.Rosemary@epa.gov>

Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: MATS Friday

Exce”entj Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP) :

From: Utech, Dan <Litsch.Dani@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, January 25, 2022 3:23 PM

To: Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton. Lindsay@epa.gov>; Niebling, William <MNiebling. William & epa.gov>; Enobakhare,
Rosemary <Enocbakhare Rosemary@epa.gov>

Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman doseph@ ena.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell Tomas@epa.gov>

Subject: MATS Friday

_Team — we have been ok-ed to get the MATS appropriate and necessary finding out on Friday.._EX. 5 Deliberative Process (DP) :
i Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP) need to do some notifications. I'm sure OAR can handle most of the rollout planning but
I'm flagging it for OPA, OPEEE, OCIR. Thanks, Dan
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Message

From: Arroyo, Victoria [Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov]

Sent: 1/26/2022 10:33:27 PM

To: Hamilton, Lindsay [Hamilton.Lindsay@epa.gov]; Wachter, Eric [Wachter.Eric@epa.gov]; Utech, Dan
[Utech.Dan@epa.gov]; Lance, Kathleen [Lance.Kathleen@epa.gov]

CC: Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: MATSs Signing Time

Hi Lindsay — | think the plan was to not have them conclude til Friday morning making it impossible for him to sign it in
the morning as it needs to go through OAR and OP and be sent up and he’s on the road. | projected a 2 pm time if Dan
can make that work.

Vicki

From: Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton.Lindsay@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, January 26, 2022 5:28 PM

To: Arroyo, Victoria <Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov>; Wachter, Eric <Wachter.Eric@epa.gov>; Utech, Dan
<Utech.Dan@epa.gov>; Lance, Kathleen <Lance.Kathleen@epa.gov>

Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>

Subject: MATs Signing Time

Hi folks,

We’re on a call planning the MATs release and rollout timing and we’re wondering about anticipated timing
for the Administrator signature given Friday travel.

Can he sign it Friday morning? Would like to get a release out before noon if possible. OAR folks also
wondering if he needs to sign on Thursday and the mechanics of that.

Thanks,
Lindsay
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Message

From: Arroyo, Victoria [Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov]

Sent: 1/27/2022 1:49:25 PM

To: Utech, Dan [Utech.Dan@epa.gov]; Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; Carbonell, Tomas
[Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: Admin wants to do MATS monday

Dan — It is a proposal. On with Joe now...reaching out to OIRA

From: Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>

Sent: Thursday, January 27, 2022 8:48 AM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.loseph@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov>
Cc: Arroyo, Victoria <Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov>

Subject: Admin wants to do MATS monday
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Message

From: Hamilton, Lindsay [Hamilton.Lindsay@epa.gov]

Sent: 1/29/2022 4:32:28 PM

To: Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov]; Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]
CC: Cassady, Alison [Cassady.Alison@epa.gov]; Utech, Dan [Utech.Dan@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: Release for Monday - MATS

Attachments: MATS PR 1.29.22 updated draft.docx

Joe and | also consulted on this and | resolved edits and comments. A new headline is in the attached draft.
| cleaned it up and added comments in here to go back to the WH team and explain the latest updates.
Let me know of any further flags.

Thanks!

From: Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov>

Sent: Saturday, January 29, 2022 11:27 AM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>; Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton.Lindsay@epa.gov>
Cc: Cassady, Alison <Cassady.Alison@epa.gov>; Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Release for Monday - MATS

That looks best to me too

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman Joseph@epa.gov>

Sent: Saturday, January 29, 2022 11:11 AM

To: Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton Lindsavi@ena.gov>

Cc: Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alison®@epa.gov>; Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas
<Carbonell Tomas@ena.gov>

Subject: RE: Release for Monday - MATS

EPA Reaffirms Scientific, Economic, and Legal Underpinnings of Limits on Toxic Power Plant Emissions

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamitton. Lindsav@®ena.gov>

Sent: Saturday, January 29, 2022 11:05 AM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Gaffman. losephd@ epa. gov>

Cc: Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alisonflepa.gov>; Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas
<Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Release for Monday - MATS

The headline change will be an issue. Rest looks good to me.

We can try a do-over on the headline. Some alternatives we could consider —
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DRAFT — Internal, Deliberative

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman loseph@epa.sovw>

Sent: Saturday, January 29, 2022 10:45 AM

To: Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton. Lindsay@epa.gov>

Cc: Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alisonfepa.gov>; Utech, Dan <Utech. Dani@ena.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas
<Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Release for Monday - MATS

Combining Tomas’ and my edits. Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton. Lindsay@epa.gov>

Sent: Saturday, January 29, 2022 9:55 AM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.loseph@ena, gov>

Cc: Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alisonf@epa.zov>; Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan®@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas
<Carbonell Tomas@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Release for Monday - MATS

Joe — | agree, it doesn’t really work to rearrange it the way they are asking to, so I’'m happy to push back there
as | was already inclined to do so, and | think your other edits to their edits are minor and manageable.

Tomas — do you have more coming?

Thanks!
Lindsay

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffmarn loseph@epa govw>

Sent: Saturday, January 29, 2022 9:41 AM

To: Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton. Lindsay@epa.gow>

Cc: Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alisonfepa gov>; Utech, Dan <Utech. Dani@epa.goy>; Carbonell, Tomas
<Carbonel Tomas@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Release for Monday - MATS
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My two cents.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton. Lindsay@epa.gov>

Sent: Saturday, January 29, 2022 8:53 AM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.losephdepa.gov>

Cc: Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alisonfepa.zow>; Utech, Dan <Utech. Dan®@epa.poy>; Carbonell, Tomas
<Carbonell. Tomas@ena.gov>

Subject: Re: Release for Monday - MATS

I'd like to have it wrapped up by tomorrow afternoon. I'll hold on making updates until | hear back from you.
We've been asked to issue at 3pm or after, DOl is rolling our news Monday AM (orphan wells).

Sent from my iPhone

On Jan 28, 2022, at 7:19 PM, Goffman, Joseph <GoffmanJosephi@epa.gov> wrote:

Thanks, Lindsay. Adding Tomas to whom | sent the draft separately. | have a couple of concerns, which | articulated to
Tomas for his counsel. | wouldn’t mind taking a bit of time to look at this. When is our deadline?

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton Lindsay@epa.gow>

Sent: Friday, January 28, 2022 6:51 PM

To: Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alison@epa.zov>; Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph
<Gofimanosephi@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: Release for Monday - MATS

White House sent back edits on the MATS release. Comms conferred with Ali.
They want to highlight science. | can clean these up and recirculate, just wanted to share quickly.

Thanks,
Lindsay
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Message

From: Cassady, Alison [Cassady.Alison@epa.gov]

Sent: 1/30/2022 11:13:19 PM

To: Hamilton, Lindsay [Hamilton.Lindsay @epa.gov]

CC: Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; Utech, Dan [Utech.Dan@epa.gov]
Subject: Re: Mike Donilon/Administrator Regan

Attachments: 2022-02-01 Memo Pre Briefing Donilon SOTU.docx

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Alison L. Cassady
(202) 941-6036

On Jan 30, 2022, at 5:00 PM, Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton.Lindsay@epa.gov> wrote:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Thanks!
Lindsay

From: Hamilton, Lindsay

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 4:19 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>; Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>
Cc¢: Cassady, Alison <Cassady.Alison@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Mike Donilon/Administrator Regan

Thanks, Joe! I'll put together a pre-brief draft and send it back to you all.

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffmarn loseph@epa.zovw>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 2:28 PM

To: Utech, Dan <Utech. Dan@apa goy>

Cc: Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilion. lindsavi@ena gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alison@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Mike Donilon/Administrator Regan

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
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Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Utech, Dan <itech.Dan@epa. gov>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 1:01 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman losesh@epa. gov>

Cc: Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton. Lindsayi@ena.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alison@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: Mike Donilon/Administrator Regan

Thanks Joe!

OnJan 30, 2022, at 12:28 PM, Goffman, Joseph <Goffiman. doseph@ena.gov> wrote:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 12:23 PM

To: Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton. Lindsay@epa.gow>

Cc: Cassady, Alison <{assady. Alisonfepa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph <Goffman fosephflepa sov>
Subject: Re: Mike Donilon/Administrator Regan

+ Joe

Joe I know you’re busy with mats today and probably part of tomorrow but can we connect tomorrow on Sotu per
below? We have a memo due tomorrow for a prebief Tuesday for a meeting Regan has w Donilon later in the week.

OnJan 30, 2022, at 12:11 PM, Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton. lindsay@epa.gov> wrote:

Apparently it was due on Friday, this is the pre-meeting for his meeting with Donilon. The pre-meeting is Tuesday.
Sounds like we should add Joe to that and | can prep this for tomorrow’s book, very high level and just a few bullets of
ideas to talk through, unless you prefer another approach.

Sent from my iPhone

On Jan 30, 2022, at 12:06 PM, Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov> wrote:
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

On Jan 30, 2022, at 9:14 AM, Hamilton, Lindsay <amilton Lindsay@epa.gov> wrote:

Hey Dan and Alison,

OPA is being asked to do the SOTU briefing memo, wondering if you have any thoughts we should incorporate.

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Thanks!
Lindsay

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Lance, Kathleen" <Lance Kathlsen@epa.gov>

Date: January 30, 2022 at 8:23:04 AM EST

To: "Lamy, Kendra" <Lamvy.Kendra@epa.gov>, "Conger, Nick" <Conger.Nick@epa.gov>, "Hamilton, Lindsay”
<Hamilonlindsay@epa.gov>

Cc: "Morgan, Ashley" <Morgan Ashley M@ apa.gov>, "Lucey, John" <Lucey lohn.D@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Mike Donilon/Administrator Regan

Hi all — please share the briefing memo ASAP. Thank you.

Kathleen C. Lance

Director of Scheduling and Advance
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Cell: (202) 941-1109

From: Lance, Kathleen

Sent: Tuesday, January 18, 2022 2:59 PM

To: Lamy, Kendra <Lamy. Kendra@epa.gov>; Conger, Nick <Conger, Nick@ena.gov>; Hamilton, Lindsay
<Hamilton. Lindsay@epa.zov>

Cc: Morgan, Ashley <Morgan. Ashiev. M@ epa.gov>; Lucey, John <Lucey. lobn. D epa.gov>; Utech, Dan
<iltsch.Dan@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alison@epa. gov>

Subject: RE: Mike Donilon/Administrator Regan

This pre-meeting has been set for 2/1 at 11:00AM.
Team OPA - please share any briefing materials to me NLT 3:00PM Friday, 1/28.

If any updates are needed to the materials after your meeting, please have the revised memo to me NLT 3:00PM 2/2
(the meeting with Mike and the Administrator is set for 2/4).

Thank you,
Kathleen C. Lance

Director of Scheduling and Advance
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
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Cell: (202) 941-1109

From: Lance, Kathleen

Sent: Tuesday, January 18, 2022 10:27 AM

To: Lamy, Kendra <lamy. Kendrafepa gov>; Lucey, John <Lucey. john Depa gov>; Conger, Nick

<Conger Nickflepa.gov>; Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamibton Lindsay@epa.gov>; Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>
Cc: Morgan, Ashley <Morsan. Ashley. MEspa. gov>

Subject: FW: Mike Donilon/Administrator Regan

All -

In preparation for this discussion, the Administrator has asked for a briefing beforehand to inform the discussion with
Mike.

We will work to schedule, and | will assign the briefing memo accordingly.
Kindly,

Kathleen C. Lance

Director of Scheduling and Advance

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Cell: (202) 941-1109

From: Qu, Jing EOP/WHO <;§ Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) E

Sent: Friday, January 14, 2022 5:25 PM

To: Morgan, Ashley <Morgan.Ashley M@ epa.gov>; Lance, Kathleen <Lance. Kathieen®epa.gov>
Cc: ISen, Thomas M. EOP/WHO Q: Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) E

Subject: Mike Donilon/Administrator Regan

Hi Kathleen and Ashley,

I'm emailing on behalf of Mike Donilon here at the White House. He is drafting the State of the Union {March 1) and, as
part of that process, meeting with Cabinet members to discuss and hear their ideas. He is interested in meeting 1 on 1

with Administrator Regan sometime 1/24 — 2/11 in-person or over Zoom.

If Administrator Regan is interested in setting up a meeting, please let me know some windows to start holding.

Mike understands if Administrator Regan is busy and unable to extend time, or would prefer to correspond over email.
Thanks in advance!

Best, Jing

PS. Ashley, | think we met before in a prior internship. Nice to e-see you again!

E Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i
! i
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Message

From: Utech, Dan [Utech.Dan@epa.gov]

Sent: 1/31/2022 1:07:28 AM

To: Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]

CC: Dunham, Sarah [Dunham.Sarah@epa.gov]; Cassady, Alison [Cassady.Alison@epa.gov]; Niebling, William
[Niebling. William@epa.gov]; Grundler, Christopher [grundler.christopher@epa.gov]; Laverdiere, Maria
[Laverdiere.Maria@epa.gov]; Newberg, Cindy [Newberg.Cindy@epa.gov]; Bunker, Byron [bunker.byron@epa.gov]

Subject: Re: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

I'm about to take off on a two hour flight. Will log back on when | land but can’t do anything more on this until then.

OnJan 30, 2022, at 5:51 PM, Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov> wrote:
Adding Dan and Alison for awareness.

Sent from my iPhone

On Jan 30, 2022, at 5:49 PM, Dunham, Sarah <Dunham.Sarah@epa.gov> wrote:

Byron’s take is below:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

From: Niebling, William <Niebling.William@epa.gov>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 5:25 PM

To: Dunham, Sarah <Dunham.Sarah@epa.gov>; Grundler, Christopher <grundler.christopher@epa.gov>

Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>; Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiere.Maria@epa.gov>; Newberg, Cindy
<Newberg.Cindy@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

From: Dunham, Sarah <Dunham. Sarah@epa.gov>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 5:23 PM

To: Niebling, William <Niebling Willlam@epa.gov>; Grundler, Christopher <grundier.christopher@epa, gow>

Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.osephi@ epa.gov>; Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdisre Maria@epa.gov>; Newberg, Cindy
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<Mewherg Cindv@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

| am unaware of any concern, or problem, that is addressed/solved by this language.

From: Niebling, William <Miebling Willlam@epa, gow>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 5:12 PM

To: Grundler, Christopher <grundler.christopher@epa.gov>

Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Geffman.osephi@ena.gov>; Laverdiere, Maria <Lavsrdizre Maria@epa.gov>; Newberg, Cindy
<Mewbers Cindyvifena.gov>; Dunham, Sarah <Qunham. Sarahfepa.goy>

Subject: Re: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

On Jan 30, 2022, at 4:43 PM, Grundler, Christopher <grundler.christophsr@epa.gov> wrote:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Christopher Grundler, Director

Office of Atmospheric Programs

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(202) 343-9140 (Office)

(734) 645-5221 (Mobile)

On Jan 30, 2022, at 4:39 PM, Goffman, Joseph <Goffman. Josephi@epa.gov> wrote:

Ex. § Deliberative Process (DP)

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Grundler, Christopher <grundier.christopher@epa.gov>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 4:36 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman. oseph@spa.gov>

Cc: Laverdiere, Maria <Lzverdiers. Mariaf@epa, gov>; Niebling, William <Migbling Willlam @ epa.gov>; Newberg, Cindy
<Mewberg. Cindy@epa.gov>; Dunham, Sarah <Dunham. Sarah@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Christopher Grundler, Director

Office of Atmospheric Programs

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(202) 343-9140 (Office)

ED_006533_00001784-00002



EPA-HQ-2021-5551

(734) 645-5221 (Mobile)

On Jan 30, 2022, at 4:17 PM, Goffman, Joseph <Goffman Jossph@epa. gov> wrote:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdisre. Mariai@epa.gov>
Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 4:05 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman. osenh@epa.gov>

Cc: Niebling, William <Miebling. Willlam @ epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Thank you, Joe. | know a lot of these issues have been in the Air team’s domain especially. Appreciate all that you and
your team have pulled together in response to these requests.

| just received another question regarding an amendment that has come in on the bill. i Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffmarn doseph@epa govw>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 3:35 PM

To: Laverdiere, Maria <Lavsrdisre Maria@epa.govy>

Cc: Niebling, William <Niabling Willlam@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Will do.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
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From: Laverdiere, Maria <} averdiers Marla@epa,goy>
Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 3:33 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffrian losesh@ epa.gov>

Cc: Niebling, William <Niebling Willlam @ epa.govw>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Thanks Joe,

This did come back with questions. | will share the additional feedback you have provided, but could you run their below
guestions [in blue] by your team as well?

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Thanks for your help on this,
Maria

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman oseph®epa.gow

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 3:12 PM

To: Laverdiere, Maria <Lavgrdiare Maria@epa.gov>

Cc: Niebling, William <Niebling Willlam @ ena.gov>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Laverdiere, Maria <jLaverdiere Mariai@epa.gov>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 2:29 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffiman. loseph@ epa.gov>; Kasman, Mark <Kasman.Mark@epa.gov>; Utech, Dan
<iltech.Dan@epa.gov>; Niebling, William <Migbling Willlam®&epa.goy>; Dunham, Sarah <Dunham. Sarah@epa.gow>
Cc: Nishida, Jane <Mishida lane@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady Alison@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Thanks very much to all of you on this chain and everyone on your team who helped pull this feedback together in such
short order and over a weekend.

Attached is the compilation of comments, ! Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP) E

Very grateful for your time and expertise,
Maria

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffmarn loseph@epa govw>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 11:58 AM

To: Kasman, Mark <Kasman. Mark@epa.gov>; Utech, Dan <Utech. Dan®@epa.gov>; Niebling, William
<Miebling. Willlam®epa.gov>

Cc: Laverdiere, Maria <Lzverdiere. Mariaf@epa.gov>; Nishida, Jane <Mishida. Janef@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison
<Cassady. Alison@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

One more instaliment from OAR:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
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Tomas and | are about to do a couple of hours of stakeholder calls ahead of the MATS proposal announcement
tomorrow, so we may not be able to respond to anything again until mid-afternoon.

Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Goffman, Joseph

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 10:55 AM

To: Kasman, Mark <Kasmarn. Mark@epa gov>; Utech, Dan <Utech. Dan@ena.gov>; Niebling, William
<Nighliing. Willlam@epa.gov>

Cc: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdisre Mariai@epa.gov>; Nishida, Jane <Nishida. janelepa.govw>; Cassady, Alison
<Cassady. Alison@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Here’s another installment from OAR per Cindy Newberg, which goes beyond the jurisdictional question presented in
the TA:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Kasman, Mark <Kasman Markf@epa.gov>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 10:34 AM

To: Utech, Dan <Litech.Dan@spa.gov>; Niebling, William <Migbling. Willlam@epa.gow>

Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Goffrman. Joseph@epa.gov>; Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiere Maria@epa.gov>; Nishida, Jane
<Mishida Jane@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alison@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Dan,

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Thanks for the opportunity to review.

Mark

From: Utech, Dan <iUtech.Dan@epa.gov>

Sent: Saturday, January 29, 2022 8:34 PM

To: Niebling, William <Migbling Willlam®epa.gov>

Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Gotfman Joseph@epa.gov>; Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiers. Maria@epa.gov>; Kasman, Mark
<KasmanMark@epa.gov>; Nishida, Jane <Nishida Jane@epa.gow>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alison @ apa,gou
Subject: Re: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

I'm interested in OITA’s views.

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

On Jan 29, 2022, at 8:08 PM, Niebling, William <Nisbiing. Willlam &spa.gov> wrote:

Here’s my views informed in part from doing climate and foreign aid stuff for SFRC once upon a time:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

From: Goffman, Joseph <Guffman Jossph@epa.zow>
Sent: Saturday, January 29, 2022 7:42 PM
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To: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdisre. Maria@epa.gov>; Kasman, Mark <Kasman,. Mark@epa.zov>; Nishida, Jane
<Mishida jans@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alisondepa.gov>

Cc: Utech, Dan <Utech. Dani@eps.gov>; Niebling, William <iishling William @ena.gow>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Will do.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiere. Mariai@epa.gov>

Sent: Saturday, January 29, 2022 7:29 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.oseph@spa.gov>; Kasman, Mark <Kasman. Marki@epa.gov>; Nishida, Jane
<Mishida lane@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alison@epa,gov>

Cc: Utech, Dan <itech.Daniepa.gov>; Niebling, William <Miebling Willam @epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Thanks Joe.

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman. Joseph@epa.gov>

Sent: Saturday, January 29, 2022 6:39 PM

To: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiers Marin@spa gov>; Kasman, Mark <Kaszman Mark@epa.gov>; Nishida, Jane
<Mishida. jane@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady Alison@epa,gov>

Cc: Utech, Dan <itech.Daniepa.gov>; Niebling, William <Miebling. Willam @epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiere. Maria@epa.gov>

Sent: Saturday, January 29, 2022 6:04 PM

To: Kasman, Mark <Easman.Mark@epa.gov>; Nishida, Jane <iishida Jane@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison
<Caszady Alison@epa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.loseph@epa.gov>

Cc: Utech, Dan <Utech. Dani@eps.gov>; Niebling, William <iishling William@ena. sow>

Subject: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

importance: High
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Hi all,

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Thank you for your quick assistance,

Maria Laverdiere

Deputy Associate Administrator for Congressional Affairs
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Cell: (202) 961-6570

Pronouns: She/her/hers
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Message

From:
Sent:
To:

CC:
Subject:

Laverdiere, Maria [Laverdiere.Maria@epa.gov]
1/31/2022 2:02:58 AM

Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]
Niebling, William [Niebling.William@epa.gov]

RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Thanks very much, Joe. ! Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP) :

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 8:10 PM

To: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiere.Maria@epa.gov>

Cc: Niebling, William <Niebling.William@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiere. Marla@epa.pov>
Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 3:33 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.loseph@ ena, gov>

Cc: Niebling, William <Miebling. Willlam@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Thanks Joe,

This did come back with questions. | will share the additional feedback you have provided, but could you run their below
questions [in blue] by your team as well?

For the Air team specifically, they asked for the following clarification:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Thanks for your help on this,
Maria

From: Goffman, Joseph <GoffmanJoseph@epa.gov>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 3:12 PM

To: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiers Maria@epa, gov>

Cc: Niebling, William <Miebling. Willlam @ epa.gon>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Sorry this is late, but just in case they come back with questions about how to address some of the points we raised,
notably about HFCs and other non-CO2 gases, this might help:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Laverdiere, Maria <} averdiers Maria@®ena. gov>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 2:29 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Gaffman. Josephd@@epa.goy>; Kasman, Mark <Kasman Mark@epa.sov>; Utech, Dan
<Utech.Dan@epa.goy>; Niebling, William <Nisghling. Willlam@&epa.gov>; Dunham, Sarah <Qunham Sarah@epa.gov>
Cc: Nishida, Jane <Mishida. Jane®@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alison@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act
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Thanks very much to all of you on this chain and everyone on your team who helped pull this feedback together in such
short order and over a weekend.

Attached is the compilation of comments, Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Very grateful for your time and expertise,
Maria

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 11:58 AM

To: Kasman, Mark <Kasman. Mark@epa.gov>; Utech, Dan <Uiech.Dan@spa.gov>; Niebling, William
<Migbling. WilllamBepa.gov>

Cc: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiers, Maria@epa.gov>; Nishida, Jane <Nishida lane@epa.zov>; Cassady, Alison
<Cassady Alison@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

One more instaliment from OAR:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Tomas and | are about to do a couple of hours of stakeholder calls ahead of the MATS proposal announcement
tomorrow, so we may not be able to respond to anything again until mid-afternoon.

Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Goffman, Joseph

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 10:55 AM

To: Kasman, Mark <Kasman.Mark@epz.gov>; Utech, Dan <Litech.Dan@epa.gov>; Niebling, William
<Mieblinp. Willlam@epa.zov>

Cc: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiers. Maria@epa.gov>; Nishida, Jane <Mishida. Jane@epa.soy>; Cassady, Alison
<Caszady Alison@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Here's another installment from OAR per Cindy Newberg, which goes beyond the jurisdictional question presented in
the TA:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Kasman, Mark <Kasmman Mark@eng goy>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 10:34 AM

To: Utech, Dan <iitech.Dan@epa.gov>; Niebling, William <Nighiing, Willlam@epa.gov>

Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Geffiman osephi@epa.gov>; Laverdiere, Maria <Lavsrdizgre Maria@epa.gov>; Nishida, Jane
<Mishida. jane@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady Alison@epa,gov>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Dan,

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Thanks for the opportunity to review.

Mark

From: Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>

Sent: Saturday, January 29, 2022 8:34 PM

To: Niebling, William <Mighling William @ epa.gov>

Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman. joseph@epa zov>; Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiers Maria@spa.gov>; Kasman, Mark
<Kasman. Mark@epa.gov>; Nishida, Jane <Nishida lane@ena.goyv>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady, Alison@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

I’m interested in OITA’s views.

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

On Jan 28, 2022, at 8:08 PM, Niebling, William <Niebling Willlam @ epa.gov> wrote:

Here’s my views informed in part from doing climate and foreign aid stuff for SFRC once upon a time:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

From: Goffman, Joseph <Guffman lossph@epa.pov>

Sent: Saturday, January 29, 2022 7:42 PM

To: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdisre Maria@epa.gov>; Kasman, Mark <Kasman, Mark@epa.zov>; Nishida, Jane
<Mishida jans@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alisondepa. gov>

Cc: Utech, Dan <Utech. Dani@eps.gov>; Niebling, William <iNishling William8ena.gow>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Will do.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiere. Mariai@epa.gov>

Sent: Saturday, January 29, 2022 7:29 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman. oseph@spa.gov>; Kasman, Mark <Kasman. Marki@epa.gov>; Nishida, Jane
<Mishida. jane@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alison@epa,gov>

Cc: Utech, Dan <itech.Dani@epa.gov>; Niebling, William <Miebling Willam @epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Thanks Joe.

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

From: Goffman, Joseph <GoffmanJoseph@epa.gov>

Sent: Saturday, January 29, 2022 6:39 PM

To: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiere. Mariag@enpa.zov>; Kasman, Mark <Easman. Mark@apa.gov>; Nishida, Jane
<Mishida. laneBepa.goy>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alison@@epa.gon>

Cc: Utech, Dan <iitech.Danfepa gov>; Niebling, William <MNigbling. Willam @epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiers Maria@epa. gov>

Sent: Saturday, January 29, 2022 6:04 PM

To: Kasman, Mark <Easman. Mark@eps.gov>; Nishida, Jane <Nishida lane@eps.gov>; Cassady, Alison
<Cassady Alison@epa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.losenh@epa.gov>

Cc: Utech, Dan <Utech. Dani@eps.gov>; Niebling, William <iNishling William 8ena.gow>

Subject: Time-Sensitive: EPA weigh in on COMPETES Act

importance: High

Hi all,

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Thank you for your quick assistance,

Maria Laverdiere

Deputy Associate Administrator for Congressional Affairs
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Cell: (202) 961-6570

Pronouns: She/her/hers
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Message

From: Millett, John [Millett.John@epa.gov]

Sent: 1/31/2022 1:26:55 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov]; Hooper, Daniel
[hooper.daniel@epa.gov]; Kim, Eunjung [Kim.Eun@epa.gov]; Deluca, Isabel [Deluca.lsabel@epa.gov]

cC: Ashley, Jackie [Ashley.Jackie@epa.gov]; Cortelyou-Lee, Jan [Cortelyou-Lee.Jan@epa.gov]

Subject: Fwd: Updated Release for MATS

Attachments: MATS PR 1.30.22 embargoed.docx

Planning for a 3:30 announcement today.

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Hamilton, Lindsay" <Hamilton.Lindsay@epa.gov>

Date: January 30, 2022 at 5:09:53 PM EST

To: "Millett, John" <Millett.John@epa.gov>, "Carroll, Timothy" <Carroll. Timothy@epa.gov>
Subject: Updated Release for MATS

Here’s where we’re at. 3:30PM ET is our new time.

Lindsay Hamilton

Associate Administrator, Public Affairs
Environmental Protection Agency
Hamilton.Lindsay@epa.gov
202-510-3515 {mobile)

Newsroom | she/her
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EMBARGOED UNTIL MON, JAN 31, 2022, 3:30PM ET
EPA Reaffirms Scientific, Economic, and Legal Underpinnings of Limits on Toxic Emissions
Action Would Ensure Continued Protection for Children and Vulnerable Communities

Washington, DC (January 31, 2022) — Today, EPA is proposing to reaffirm the scientific, economic,
and legal underpinnings of the 2012 Mercury and Air Toxics Standards (MATS) for power plants,
which require significant reductions of mercury, acid gases, and other harmful pollutants.
Controlling these emissions improves public health for all Americans by reducing fatal heart attacks,
reducing cancer risks, avoiding neurodevelopmental delays in children, and helping to restore
certain ecosystem functions that people and businesses value. These public health improvements
are especially important for children and particularly vulnerable segments of the population such as
Indigenous communities, low-income communities, and people of color who live near power plants
or are affected by hazardous air pollution. The proposal, which responds to President Biden’s
January 20, 2021, Executive Order 13990, “Protecting Public Health and the Environment and
Restoring Science to Tackle the Climate Crisis,” would reverse a rule issued by the previous
administration in May 2020, which undermined the legal basis for these vital health protections.

“Sound science makes it clear that we need to limit mercury and toxins in the air to protect children
and vulnerable communities from dangerous pollution,” said EPA Administrator Michael S. Regan.
“EPA is committed to aggressively reducing pollution from the power sector so that all people,
regardless of zip code or amount of money in their pocket, can breathe clean air and live healthy
and productive lives.”

The proposal would leave the current emissions standards unchanged but would ensure the
continuation of public health protections provided by these requirements, while seeking
information from the public on opportunities for additional pollution reductions. Taking account of
the burden that hazardous air pollutants including mercury impose on public health as well as the
costs of controlling these emissions, EPA proposes to find that it is appropriate and necessary to
regulate emissions of air toxics from power plants under the Clean Air Act.

The MATS, combined with advancements in the power sector, have driven sharp reductions in
harmful pollutants. EPA has estimated that by 2017, mercury emissions from power plants were
reduced by 86 percent, acid gas emissions were reduced by 96 percent, and non-mercury metal
emissions were reduced by 81 percent compared to pre-MATS levels in 2010.

Prior to the MATS, power plants were the largest domestic source of mercury and other toxic
pollutants such as hydrogen chloride and selenium. They were also among the largest domestic
contributors of arsenic, chromium, cobalt, nickel, hydrogen cyanide, beryllium, and cadmium.

[ PAGE \* MERGEFORMAT ]
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The initial appropriate and necessary finding was made in 2000 and affirmed in 2012 and 2016. In
May 2020, the previous administration reversed EPA’s 2016 finding, undermining the legal basis for
the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards. President Biden’s Executive Order 13990 directed EPA to
review that finding and consider an action to rescind it. In today’s action, EPA proposes to find that
the 2020 action was based on a fundamentally flawed interpretation of the Clean Air Act that
improperly ignored or undervalued vital health benefits from reducing hazardous air pollution from
power plants. Based on a thorough review of these benefits, the reasonable costs of controls, and
other relevant factors, EPA is proposing to reaffirm that it is appropriate and necessary to regulate
emissions of hazardous air pollutants from coal- and oil-fired power plants.

The Agency is also continuing to consider the MATS Risk and Technology Review, as directed by
Executive Order 13990, to determine whether more stringent protections for hazardous air
pollution from power plants are feasible and warranted. To support that review, EPA is soliciting
information on the performance and cost of new or improved technologies or methods of operation
to control hazardous air pollution emissions, as well as risk-related information, as a part of this
proposal.

EPA will accept comment on the proposal for 60 days after publication in the Federal Register. The
Agency also plans to hold a virtual public hearing. Details about the hearing will be announced
online in the coming weeks.

Learn more: [ HYPERLINK

“file:///C:\\Users\\JGOFFMAN\\AppData\\Local\\Microsoft\\Windows\\INetCache\\Content.Outlook\\GAZP
1FZF\\ https:\\www.epa.gov\\stationary-sources-air-pollution\\mercury-and-air-toxics-standards" ].

[ PAGE \* MERGEFORMAT ]
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Message

From: Grantham, Nancy [Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov]

Sent: 1/31/2022 1:50:33 PM

To: Millett, John [Millett.John@epa.gov]; Conger, Nick [Conger.Nick@epa.gov]; Goffman, Joseph
[Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov]; Kim, Eunjung [Kim.Eun@epa.gov];
Campbell, Ann [Campbell.Ann@epa.gov]; Hooper, Daniel [hooper.daniel@epa.gov]; Deluca, Isabel
[Deluca.lsabel@epa.gov]; Koerber, Mike [Koerber.Mike@epa.gov]; Culligan, Kevin [Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov];
Noonan, Jenny [Noonan.Jenny@epa.gov]; Bremer, Kristen [Bremer.Kristen@epa.gov]; Hamilton, Lindsay
[Hamilton.Lindsay@epa.gov]; Niebling, William [Niebling. William@epa.gov]; Carroll, Timothy
[Carroll.Timothy@epa.gov]; Laverdiere, Maria [Laverdiere.Maria@epa.gov]; Katims, Casey [Katims.Casey@epa.gov];
Haman, Patricia [Haman.Patricia@epa.gov]; Bowles, Jack [Bowles.Jack@epa.gov]; Enobakhare, Rosemary
[Enobakhare.Rosemary@epa.gov]; Cortez Russell, Loni [Russell.Loni@epa.gov]; Levy, Maxwell
[Levy.Maxwell@epa.gov]; Cortelyou-Lee, Jan [Cortelyou-Lee.Jan@epa.gov]

CC: Thundiyil, Karen [Thundiyil.Karen@epa.gov]; Lucey, John [Lucey.John.D@epa.gov]; Harney, Alethea
[Harney.Alethea@epa.gov]; Jones, Enesta [Jones.Enesta@epa.gov]; Ashley, Jackie [Ashley.Jackie@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: MATs: comms materials

Thanks

Nancy Grantham

Principal Deputy Associate Administrator
Environmental Protection Agency

Office of Public Affairs

202-564-6879 (desk)

202-253-7056 (cell)
grantham.nancy@epa.gov

From: Millett, John <Millett.John@epa.gov>

Sent: Monday, January 31, 2022 8:50 AM

To: Conger, Nick <Conger.Nick@epa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas
<Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov>; Kim, Eunjung <Kim.Eun@epa.gov>; Campbell, Ann <Campbell.Ann@epa.gov>; Hooper,
Daniel <hooper.daniel@epa.gov>; Deluca, Isabel <Deluca.lsabel@epa.gov>; Koerber, Mike <Koerber.Mike @epa.gov>;
Culligan, Kevin <Culligan.Kevin@epa.gov>; Noonan, Jenny <Noonan.Jenny@epa.gov>; Bremer, Kristen
<Bremer.Kristen@epa.gov>; Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton.Lindsay@epa.gov>; Niebling, William
<Niebling.William@epa.gov>; Carroll, Timothy <Carroll.Timothy@epa.gov>; Grantham, Nancy
<Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov>; Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiere.Maria@epa.gov>; Katims, Casey <Katims.Casey@epa.gov>;
Haman, Patricia <Haman.Patricia@epa.gov>; Bowles, Jack <Bowles.Jack@epa.gov>; Enobakhare, Rosemary
<Enobakhare.Rosemary@epa.gov>; Cortez Russell, Loni <Russell.Loni@epa.gov>; Levy, Maxwell
<Levy.Maxwell@epa.gov>; Cortelyou-Lee, Jan <Cortelyou-Lee.Jan@epa.gov>

Cc: Thundiyil, Karen <Thundiyil.Karen@epa.gov>; Lucey, John <Lucey.John.D@epa.gov>; Harney, Alethea
<Harney.Alethea@epa.gov>; Jones, Enesta <Jones.Enesta@epa.gov>; Ashley, Jackie <Ashley.Jackie@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: MATs: comms materials

Good Morning all — we’re planning for this announcement to go at 3:30PM today; the web will be live about 15 minutes
prior.

From: Millett, John

Sent: Thursday, January 27, 2022 1:45 PM

To: Conger, Nick <Conger. Nicki epa.govw>; Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.oseph@epa.govw>; Carbonell, Tomas
<Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov>; Kim, Eunjung <Kim.Eun@epa.gov>; Campbell, Ann <CamphellAnn®ena.gov>; Hooper,

ED_006533_00001801-00001



EPA-HQ-2021-5551

Daniel <hpoper.daniel@epa.gov>; Deluca, Isabel <Deluca.isabel@epa.gov>; Koerber, Mike <Kosrher Mike @epa.pov>;
Culligan, Kevin <Cutlizan. Kevini@epa.gov>; Noonan, Jenny <Noonan lsnny@epa.goy>; Bremer, Kristen
<Bremer.Kristen@epa.gov>; Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton. Lindsay@®epa.gov>; Niebling, William

<Miebliing. Willlam ®epa.gov>; Carroll, Timothy <Carroll Timothy@epa.gov>; Grantham, Nancy

<Grantham, Manoy@epa.gov>; Laverdiere, Maria <Lavsrdiere. Maria@epa.gow>; Katims, Casey <Katims. Casev@epa.pov>;
Haman, Patricia <Haman.Patricia@epa.gov>; Bowles, Jack <Bowies Jack@epa.gov>; Enobakhare, Rosemary
<Enobakhare.Rosemary@epa.soy>; Cortez Russell, Loni <Russell. Lonifepa.zov>; Levy, Maxwell

<Levy Maxwell@epa. gov>; Cortelyou-Lee, Jan <Cortelyou-Lee Jan@epa.gov>

Cc: Thundiyil, Karen <thundivil. Karenfepa. gov>; Lucey, John <Lucey. iohn D spa.gov>; Harney, Alethea

<Harney. Alethea@epa.gov>; Jones, Enesta <iones. Enesta @epa.gov>; Ashley, Jackie <Ashley Jackie@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: MATs: comms materials

Thanks, Nick — closing this out with a cleaned up final draft accepting all your judicious edits! We’ll coordinate on
announcement timing and web posting for Monday, 1/31. I've flagged this as upcoming for the regional public affairs
directors, and can share materials with them for their RAs in advance of the announcement.

From: Conger, Nick <Conger. Nick@epa.gov>

Sent: Thursday, January 27, 2022 12:04 PM

To: Millett, John <}illett lohn@epna.gov>; Goffman, Joseph <Goffman dosephfepa, gov>; Carbonell, Tomas
<Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov>; Kim, Eunjung <Kim.Eun@epa.gov>; Campbell, Ann <Camphell Anndlepa.gov>; Hooper,
Daniel <hgoper.daniel@ena.gov>; Deluca, Isabel <Delucs isabeli@epa.gny>; Koerber, Mike <Kgerber. Mike@apa.gov>;
Culligan, Kevin <Culligan. Kevinffepa gov>; Noonan, Jenny <Noonan Jenny®epa.gov>; Bremer, Kristen
<Bremer.Kristen®@epa.gov>; Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton. Lindsay @epa.pov>; Niebling, William

<Miebling Willlam @spa.zow>; Carroll, Timothy <Carroll. Timothy @ epa.gov>; Grantham, Nancy

<Grantham. Nancy@epa.gov>; Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiers. Maria@epa.gov>; Katims, Casey <katims, Casey@epa.gov>;
Haman, Patricia <Haman.Patricia@epa.gov>; Bowles, Jack <Bowles, Jack@epa.gov>; Enobakhare, Rosemary
<Encbakhare Bossmary@epa.gov>; Cortez Russell, Loni <Russell. Loniiepa.gov>; Levy, Maxwell

<Levy Maxwell@epa. gov>; Cortelyou-Lee, Jan <Cortelyou-Lee lan@epa.gov>

Cc: Thundiyil, Karen <Thundivil. Karen@epa.sov>; Lucey, John <Lucey.lohn. D spa.zov>; Harney, Alethea

<Harney. Alethsa®@epa.gov>; Jones, Enesta <lones. Enesta@epa.gov>; Ashley, Jackie <Ashiley lackis@®epa.gov>
Subject: RE: MATs: comms materials

Thank you John! A few proposed edits to the press release here for your consideration. We will get this into the
Administrator’s book by 3pm today.

Nick Conger

Press Secretary

Environmental Protection Agency
202-941-1116 {(mobile)

From: Millett, John <plilleit lohn@epa. gov>

Sent: Thursday, January 27, 2022 8:43 AM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman. foseph@spa.goy>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell Tomas@epa.gov>; Kim, Eunjung
<fim.Fun®spa.gov>; Campbell, Ann <Camphell Ann@epa.gov>; Hooper, Daniel <hooper.daniei@epa.gov>; Deluca,
Isabel <ieluca. lsabel@epa.gov>; Koerber, Mike <Koerber Mike@epa.gov>; Culligan, Kevin <Cullipan. Bevinilena.zov>;
Noonan, Jenny <Moonanenny@epa.soy>; Bremer, Kristen <Bremer. Kristen@epa.gov>; Hamilton, Lindsay
<Hamilton. lindsav@epa.gov>; Conger, Nick <Conger Mick@epa.gov>; Niebling, William <Njebling Willlam@epa. sov>;
Carroll, Timothy <Carroll. Timothy@ epa.gov>; Grantham, Nancy <Grantham. Mancy @epa.gov>; Laverdiere, Maria
<Laverdiere Maria@epa.gov>; Katims, Casey <Katims. Casey@epa.gov>; Haman, Patricia <Haman.Patridia@epa.gov>;
Bowles, Jack <Bowles Jacki@ena.govw>; Enobakhare, Rosemary <Enohakhare Rosemary@enpa.gov>; Cortez Russell, Loni
<Russellloni@epa.pov>; Levy, Maxwell <Levy Maxwell@sena.zoy>; Cortelyou-Lee, Jan <Cortabvou-Lee Jan@eapa.gov>
Cc: Thundiyil, Karen <Thundivil. Karen@epa.gov>; Lucey, John <Lucey lohn D@ epa.gov>; Harney, Alethea
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<Harney.Alsthea@epa.gov>; Jones, Enesta <lones.Enesta@epa.gov>; Ashley, Jackie <Ashley Jackie@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: MATs: comms materials

Hi All — attached is the complete set of MATS materials. The PR and Fact sheet are intended to be public once the action
is signed and posted, aiming for Friday before noon — signature willing. The rollout, Q/A, and talking points are for use
within epa.gov.

Thanks and please let me know if you have any questions.

From: Millett, John

Sent: Wednesday, January 26, 2022 4:01 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Guofiman. loseph®@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov>; Kim, Eunjung
<gKim. Eun@epa.gov>; Campbell, Ann <Campbsll Ann@epa.gov>; Hooper, Daniel <hooper.daniel@sna gov>; Deluca,
Isabel <[}eluca. isabel@epa gov>; Koerber, Mike <Egerber Mikefena sov>; Culligan, Kevin <Culligsan Kevin@ena.gzov>;
Noonan, Jenny <Moonan.ennyfepa.gov>; Bremer, Kristen <Bremer, Kristen@epa,goy>; Hamilton, Lindsay
<Hardlton. lindsay@epa.gov>; Conger, Nick <Congss Mick@epa.gov>; Niebling, William <iMiebling Willlam&epa.sov>;
Carroll, Timothy <Carroll. Timothy @ epa.gov>; Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy@epa govw>; Laverdiere, Maria
<iaverdiere Maria®epa, gov>; Katims, Casey <Katims.Casevdlepa.gov>; Haman, Patricia <Haman. Patriciafena.gov>;
Bowles, Jack <Bowles. lack@@epa.gov>; Enobakhare, Rosemary <Ennbakhare Rosemary@epa.gov>; Cortez Russell, Loni
<Bussell.Loni@ena.gov>; Levy, Maxwell <Levy Maxwellfepa.goy>; Cortelyou-Lee, Jan <Cortelvou-Lee Jan@epa.gov>
Cc: Thundiyil, Karen <Thundivil. Karen@epa.zov>; Lucey, John <iucey. john. Dideps zov>; Harney, Alethea

<Harnsy Alethea®@epa.goy>; Jones, Enesta <jones. Enesta@aps.goy>

Subject: MATs Rollout Discussion: comms materials

For discussion at 5pm — thanks!

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman loseph@epa.zovw>

Sent: Tuesday, January 25, 2022 4:06 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph; Carbonell, Tomas; Kim, Eunjung; Campbell, Ann; Hooper, Daniel; Deluca, Isabel; Millett, John;
Koerber, Mike; Culligan, Kevin; Noonan, Jenny; Bremer, Kristen; Hamilton, Lindsay; Conger, Nick; Niebling, William;
Carroll, Timothy; Grantham, Nancy; Laverdiere, Maria; Katims, Casey; Haman, Patricia; Bowles, Jack; Enobakhare,
Rosemary; Cortez Russell, Loni; Levy, Maxwell; Alpern, Michael; Nazmi, Niloufar; Cortelyou-Lee, Jan

Cc: Thundiyil, Karen; Lucey, John; Harney, Alethea; Jones, Enesta

Subject: MATs Rollout Discussion

When: Wednesday, January 26, 2022 5:00 PM-5:25 PM (UTC-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada).

Where: Microsoft Teams Meeting

Microsoft Teams meeting

Join on your computer or mobile app
Click here 1o ioin the mestin

Join with a video conferencing device

siptesms@yvidec.epaony
Video Conference ED: Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) E
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Altemate VIC Instructions

Or call in {audio only)
Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i United States, Washington DC

Findalocalnumber | Besst PIN

For all EPA meetings, there is no expectation of privacy regarding any communications. Participation in a recorded
meeting will be deemed as consent to be recorded. information on EPA systems is the property of the Agency and
may hbecome official records.

Learn Maore | Mesting ontions

ED_006533_00001801-00004



EPA-HQ-2021-5551

Message

From: Arroyo, Victoria [Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov]
Sent: 9/13/2021 2:33:50 PM

To: McCabe, Janet [McCabe.Janet@epa.gov]

CC: Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]
Subject: FW: Oil and Gas package attached as requested

Attachments: E012866_0il and Gas NSPS EG Climate Review 2060-AV15 and 2060-AV16 PROPOSAL 20210910.docx; E012866_0Oil
and Gas NSPS EG Climate Review 2060-AV15 and 2060-AV16 RIA_20210910.docx

importance: High

This is what | have and approved to send over on Friday which was done at the end of the day. It's on hold there
pending a conversation at 1 pm with counsel. Thanks
Vicki

From: Nickerson, William <Nickerson.William@epa.gov>

Sent: Friday, September 10, 2021 3:40 PM

To: Arroyo, Victoria <Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov>

Cc: Fine, Philip <Fine.Philip@epa.gov>; Curry, Bridgid <Curry.Bridgid@epa.gov>
Subject: Oil and Gas package attached as requested

Importance: High

This is the version the OAR |0 approved
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Message

From: Millett, John [Millett.John@epa.gov]

Sent: 1/31/2022 5:23:37 PM

To: Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov]; Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]
CC: Kim, Eunjung [Kim.Eun@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: WaPo Questions re: MATS

Thanks! Hoping we get word on sighature soon.

From: Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov>

Sent: Monday, January 31, 2022 12:19 PM

To: Millett, John <Millett.John@epa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>
Cc: Kim, Eunjung <Kim.Eun@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: WaPo Questions re: MATS

Thanks John. |think these responses look good

From: Millett, John <pillett. lohn@epa.zov>

Sent: Monday, January 31, 2022 12:17 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman. loseph@epa. gov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonsll Tomas@epa.gov>
Cc: Kim, Eunjung <Kim. Eun@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: WaPo Questions re: MATS

Hi Joe and Tomas a straightforward g/a below for the WashPost in advance of the MATS announcement. Please let me
know if you see any showstoppers. Thanks!

From: Ashley, Jackie <Ashlev. lackie@epa.gov>

Sent: Monday, January 31, 2022 12:04 PM

To: Millett, John <}illett luhn@ena.gov>; Cortelyou-Lee, Jan <Cortslyou-Lee lan@epa.goy>
Cc: Culligan, Kevin <Cullizgan. Kevini@epa.gov>; Profeta, Timothy <Profeta Timothy®epa.gov>
Subject: RE: WaPo Questions re: MATS

John —

Here’s what we pulled together. CC'ing Kevin and Tim in case you or Joe/Tomas have followups.

o What is the agency's timeline for the MATS Risk and Technology Review mentioned in the press release
— i.e, the timeline for deciding whether to issue more stringent protections for mercury and other hazardous
air pollutants?

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

o Is it fair to say this MATS determination a part of a “comprehensive approach” (to gucie E&E Mews) for
reducing emissions from the power sector?
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

o Last year, the agency sai it would propose a supplemental rule for wastewater pollution from power

plants by the fall of 2022. Is the EPA still on track for that deadline? Should we expect it earlier or later?
[for OW]

o According to the Unified Agenda, the EPA intends to outline (issue a notice of proposed rulemaking) for
regulating greenhouse gas emissions from existing power plants by July of this year. Is that still the schedule?
And how does the pending Supreme Court case, EPA v. West Virginia, affect this rulemaking? Where is the EPA
in this process?

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

o Finally, what exactly is the EPA doing about haze? The EPA ioid F&F News that it was working to lower
emissions through the existing regional haze program, whereas the WSJ sugzests the agency is planning to
propose some new standard.

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Jackie Ashley (she/her/hers)

US EPA - Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards
Policy Analysis and Communications Staff
919.541.7664 - gshisvy.iackie@ens.gov

From: Millett, John <Millett lohn@epa.sov>

Sent: Monday, January 31, 2022 9:02 AM

To: Ashley, Jackie <Ashiey Jackie@ena.gov>; Cortelyou-Lee, Jan <Cortelycu-les lan®epa.gov>
Subject: FW: WaPo Questions re: MATS

Good morning -- some q’s below, they seem pretty straightforward, but I’ll run the g/a by Joe and Tomas just the same.
Would you like to take first crack? | flagged the wastewater q for OW.

ED_006533_00001811-00002



EPA-HQ-2021-5551

From: Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilion. Lindsay@epa.gov>
Sent: Monday, January 31, 2022 8:53 AM

To: Millett, John <}Millett Johni@epa.gov>

Cc: Carroll, Timothy <Carroll. Timothy @epa.gov>
Subject: WaPo Questions

Hey John — some incoming from Wash Post. | told them we might not be able to answer everything as this goes beyond
the bounds of the MATS announcement, can you help me prep some background replies to these by noon today?

Thanks! Lindsay

. What is the agency's timeline for the MATS Risk and Technology Review mentioned in the press release
— i.e, the timeline for deciding whether to issue more stringent protections for mercury and other hazardous
air pollutants?

. Is it fair to say this MATS determination a part of a “comprehensive approach” (ig¢ quots E&E News) for
reducing emissions from the power sector?

. Last year, the agency saisg it would propose a supplemental rule for wastewater pollution from power
plants by the fall of 2022. Is the EPA still on track for that deadline? Should we expect it earlier or later?

. According to the Unified Agenda, the EPA intends to outline (issue a notice of proposed rulemaking) for
regulating greenhouse gas emissions from existing power plants by July of this year. Is that still the schedule?
And how does the pending Supreme Court case, EPA v. West Virginia, affect this rulemaking? Where is the EPA
in this process?

. Finally, what exactly is the EPA doing about haze? The EPA toid £4&F News that it was working to lower
emissions through the existing regional haze program, whereas the WSJ suggests the agency is planning to
propose some new standard.

Lindsay Hamilton

Associate Administrator, Public Affairs
Environmental Protection Agency
Harmilton. lindsay@epa.goy
202-510-3515 {mobile)
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Message

From: Hamilton, Lindsay [Hamilton.Lindsay@epa.gov]

Sent: 1/31/2022 6:539:51 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; Utech, Dan [Utech.Dan@epa.gov]
CC: Cassady, Alison [Cassady.Alison@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: Mike Donilon/Administrator Regan

Attachments: 2022-02-01 Memo Pre Briefing Donilon SOTU.docx

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

From: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 8:19 PM

To: Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>; Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton.Lindsay@epa.gov>
Cc¢: Cassady, Alison <Cassady.Alison@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Mike Donilon/Administrator Regan

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Utech, Dan <Litsch.Dani@epa.gov>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 8:14 PM

To: Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton Lindsay@epa.pgov>

Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Geffiman osephi@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady. &lisoni@epa. gov>
Subject: Re: Mike Donilon/Administrator Regan

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

On Jan 30, 2022, at 5:00 PM, Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton. Lindsay@ana . goy> wrote:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Thanks!
Lindsay

From: Hamilton, Lindsay
Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 4:19 PM
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To: Goffman, Joseph <Gofiman.loseph@epa.gov>; Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>

Cc: Cassady, Alison <Cassady.Alison@@epa.soy>
Subject: RE: Mike Donilon/Administrator Regan

Thanks, Joe! I'll put together a pre-brief draft and send it back to you all.

From: Goffman, Joseph <Guffman lossph@epa.pov>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 2:28 PM

To: Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@ena.gov>

Cc: Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamibion. Lindsayv@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alison@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Mike Donilon/Administrator Regan

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Thanks.

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 1:01 PM

To: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman. osenh@epa.gov>

Cc: Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton. Lindsay@sepa.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassadyv. Alison®epa.gov>
Subject: Re: Mike Donilon/Administrator Regan

Thanks Joe!

On Jan 30, 2022, at 12:28 PM, Goffman, Joseph <Goffmandoseph@epa.gov> wrote:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@ena gov>

Sent: Sunday, January 30, 2022 12:23 PM

To: Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton Lindsayi@epa.goy>

Cc: Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Allsondepa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph <Goffran. Josephiepa.gow>
Subject: Re: Mike Donilon/Administrator Regan
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+ Joe

Joe | know you’re busy with mats today and probably part of tomorrow but can we connect tomorrow on Sotu per
below? We have a memo due tomorrow for a prebief Tuesday for a meeting Regan has w Donilon later in the week.

OnJan 30, 2022, at 12:11 PM, Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton. lindsay@ena.gov> wrote:

Apparently it was due on Friday, this is the pre-meeting for his meeting with Donilon. The pre-meeting is Tuesday.
Sounds like we should add Joe to that and | can prep this for tomorrow’s book, very high level and just a few bullets of
ideas to talk through, unless you prefer another approach.

Sent from my iPhone

On Jan 30, 2022, at 12:06 PM, Utech, Dan <Litech.Dani@epa.gov> wrote:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

On Jan 30, 2022, at 9:14 AM, Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton. Lindsay@spa.goy> wrote:

Hey Dan and Alison,

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Thanks!
Lindsay

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Lance, Kathleen" <} ance Rathleen@sopa.gov>

Date: January 30, 2022 at 8:23:04 AM EST

To: "Lamy, Kendra” <Lamy.Ksndra@epaanv>, "Conger, Nick" <Conger.Micki@epa.gov>, "Hamilton, Lindsay"
<Hamilton. lindsav@epa.gov>

Cc: "Morgan, Ashley” <iorzan. Ashley. M@ epa.zov>, "Lucey, John" <Lucey lohn. D ena.gov>

Subject: RE: Mike Donilon/Administrator Regan

Hi all — please share the briefing memo ASAP. Thank you.

Kathleen C. Lance

Director of Scheduling and Advance
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Cell: (202) 941-1109

From: Lance, Kathleen
Sent: Tuesday, January 18, 2022 2:59 PM
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EPA-HQ-2021-5551

To: Lamy, Kendra <Larmy. Kendra@epa.gov>; Conger, Nick <Conger MNick@epa.gov>; Hamilton, Lindsay
<Hamilonlindsay@epa.gov>

Cc: Morgan, Ashley <Morgan. Ashley. M@ ena.gov>; Lucey, John <Lucey. iohn Depa gov>; Utech, Dan
<ihech.Dan@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison <Cassady. Alison@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Mike Donilon/Administrator Regan

This pre-meeting has been set for 2/1 at 11:00AM.
Team OPA — please share any briefing materials to me NLT 3:00PM Friday, 1/28.

if any updates are needed to the materials after your meeting, please have the revised memo to me NLT 3:00PM 2/2
(the meeting with Mike and the Administrator is set for 2/4).

Thank you,

Kathieen C. Lance

Director of Scheduling and Advance
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Cell: (202) 941-1109

From: Lance, Kathleen

Sent: Tuesday, January 18,2022 10:27 AM

To: Lamy, Kendra <Lamy.Kendra@epa.gov>; Lucey, John <Lucey. john DEepa.gov>; Conger, Nick

<Conger Nicki@epa.gov>; Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton Lindsay@epa.gov>; Utech, Dan <Utech. Dan@epa.gow>
Cc: Morgan, Ashley <Morgan. &shiley. M@ epa.gov>

Subject: FW: Mike Donilon/Administrator Regan

All -

In preparation for this discussion, the Administrator has asked for a briefing beforehand to inform the discussion with
Mike.

We will work to schedule, and | will assign the briefing memo accordingly.
Kindly,

Kathieen C. Lance

Director of Scheduling and Advance

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Cell: (202) 941-1109

From: Qu, Jing EOP/WHO < Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP)

Sent: Friday, January 14, 2022 5:25 PM

To: Morgan, Ashley <kiorzan.Ashley. M@lepa.gov>; Lance, Kathleen <Lance Kathleen®@epa.gov>
Cc: Isen, Thomas M. EOP/WHO <__Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) |

Subject: Mike Donilon/Administrator Regan

Hi Kathleen and Ashley,

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Ex. 5 Deiiberative Process (DP) iHe is interested in meeting 1 on 1
with Administrator Regan sometime 1/24 — 2/11 in-person or over Zoom.
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If Administrator Regan is interested in setting up a meeting, please let me know some windows to start holding.

Mike understands if Administrator Regan is busy and unable to extend time, or would prefer to correspond over email.
Thanks in advance!

Best, Jing

PS. Ashley, | think we met before in a prior internship. Nice to e-see you again!
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Message

From: Tsirigotis, Peter [Tsirigotis.Peter@epa.gov]

Sent: 2/1/2022 2:46:56 AM

To: Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]

Subject: Re: WSJ: New EPA Rules to Target Power Plant Pollution
Spot on

On Jan 31, 2022, at 8:33 PM, Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov> wrote:

“We don’t have to overly rely on any one rule,” Mr. Regan said. “It’s looking at the full suite of authorities to
maximize our ability to protect communities and public health.”

Joseph Goffman

Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

From: Conger, Nick <Conger.Nick@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, January 25, 2022 8:12 AM

To! Ex. 6 Administrator Regan i

Cc: Utech, Dan <Utech.Dan@epa.gov>; Goffman, Joseph <Goffman Joseph@epa.gov>; Hamilton, Lindsay
<Hamilton.Lindsay@epa.gov>; Lamy, Kendra <Lamy.Kendra@epa.gov>; Lucey, John <Lucey.John.D@epa.gov>
Subject: WSJ: New EPA Rules to Target Power Plant Pollution

New EPA Rules to Target Power Plant Pollution

Administrator Michael Regan says agency expects to propose tighter regulations
on air and water emissions from electric utility plants

By
Jan. 25,2022 7:00 am ET
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The proposed rules could lead to the closing of some older coal-fired power plants.
Photo: Paul Hennessy/SOPA Images/Zuma Press

WASHINGTON—The Environmental Protection Agency is preparing to advance tougher regulations on power
plants in coming months as part of President Biden’s plan o cut greenhouse-gas smissions.

The agency wants to impose stricter air-quality standards for mercury and other toxic pollutants, as well as new
restrictions on wastewater generated by power plants, EPA Administrator Michael Regan said in an interview.

Mr. Regan said the EPA is looking to roll out new proposals in a more coordinated approach to regulate the
power sector, using the agency’s broad array of powers to oversee air and water pollution as well as wastewater
disposal.

“We don’t have to overly rely on any one rule,” Mr. Regan said. “It’s looking at the full suite of authorities to
maximize our ability to protect communities and public health.”
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EPA Administrator Michael Regan says the proposed rules are aimed at shielding poor and minority neighborhoods
that often bear the brunt of power plant pollution.

Photo: Jose Luis Magana/Associated Press

Tom Kuhn, president of the Edison Electric Institute, an industry group that represents major utilities, said a
coordinated approach “can help to provide a regulatory framework that supports these investments and
accelerates the clean energy transition.” But an industry group that represents smaller and rural power-plant
owners expressed concern.

An onslaught of new rules could raise the cost of power to business and consumers if it isn’t implemented
carefully, and the cost of compliance could also force older plants powered by coal, oil and natural gas to close,
said Louis Finkel, senior vice president of government relations for the National Rural Electric Cooperative
Association.

“If the ambition is to create death by a thousand cuts, to make it more difficult to operate, yes—that’s wildly
problematic,” Mr. Finkel said.

Mr. Finkel said the idea of a coordinated approach isn’t by itself a big concern but he would be eager to hear
more details from Mr. Regan about how exactly the EPA might implement the strategy.

He said environmentalists in the past have advocated for such a strategy as a way to target and close coal-fired
power plants, which many states will see as a threat to low prices and reliable power.

Mr. Regan and agency officials wouldn’t detail specific plans for each rule change. Mr. Regan said the
proposed rules are aimed at shielding poor and minority neighborhoods that often get the brunt of power plant
pollution, along with cutting greenhouse-gas emissions.

How Much Would It Cost to Reduce Global Warming? $131 Trillion Is One Answer
0:00/4:38
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How Much Would It Cost to Reduce Global Warming? $131 Trillion Is One Answer

Money is a sticking point in climate-change negotiations around the world. As economists warn that limiting global
warming to 1.5 degrees Celsius will cost many more trillions than anticipated, WSJ looks at how the funds could be
spent, and who would pay. lllustration: Preston Jessee/WSI

In addition to toxic pollutants such as mercury, the EPA also plans to propose tougher standards to reduce
visible air pollution, or haze, generated by power plants.

Congress in 1977 required the EPA to improve air clarity in national parks and wilderness areas, primarily in
the West. Advocates credit the Regional Haze Program for leading to the closure of several coal-fired power
plants.

The EPA adopted its Mercury and Air Toxics Standards for power plants in 2012, but the Republican Trump
administration revised those and gther regulations, saying that they were too burdensome.

The White House is reviewing an EPA draft proposal to effectively reinstate the mercury rule and strengthen its
limits on toxic emissions.

The EPA also announced last summer it would revisit changes made in 2020 to Effluent Guidelines for power-
plant wastewater. It plans to issue a proposal by this fall to strengthen discharge limits.

More stringent power-plant regulations were relatively rare from the Biden administration in its first year. The
EPA, under Mr. Regan, has finished ruiles that limut the use of coolant chemicals that are potent greenhouse
gases, and rules 1o lower emissigns from passenger carsand trucks. The agency also has announced prelimi
steps to it greenhoyse-gas emigsions from the oil and gas industry.

Similar climate rules that Mr. Biden promised for power plants, however, haven't moved forward. The EPA so
far has taken a back seat on the issue to Congress, which for months debated new clean-energy standards for
power plants.

But late last year lawmakers drommned the idea under opposition from coal-state Sen. Joe Manchin (D., W.Va.).

And now, broader attempts to boost federal funding for cleaner electricity are alac at risk of failing to get Mr.
Manchin’s likely essential vote to pass the Senate.
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It would be a safe fallback for the EPA to pursue tighter regulations on other emissions more traditionally
thought of as pollutants, said Jonathan Skinner-Thompson, a former EPA lawyer now a law professor at the
University of Colorado.

The EPA has more explicit, direct authority from Congress to do things like reduce haze or lower mercury
pollution, he said. And regulations to address those problems often end up addressing climate change, too, most
significantly by encouraging the industry to replace old, fossil-fuel burning plants with new, more efficient,
wind or solar units.

“If we make [coal-fired plants] more expensive from other pollutants, rather than spend money to retrofit, it
may just be better for them to shut down,” Mr. Skinner-Thompson said. “Then you get the climate benefits
without necessarily having to directly regulate greenhouse gas emissions.”

Mr. Regan said he isn’t deploying the strategy because he sees any limits to the agency’s authority to address
climate change directly. He calls a “holistic approach” for power-plant regulation a better way to spur
reductions from across the broad list of pollutants that come from these plants, while also expediting cuts to
carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gases.

“It’s much more than just a carbon strategy,” Mr. Regan said. “I’'m convinced if we’re going to protect people
and communities and the environment and the planet, we have to do all of the above.”

——————— Katy Stech Ferek contributed to this article.
Write to Timothy Puko at

Nick Conger
EPA Press Secretary
202-941-1116
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Message

From: Cortez Russell, Loni [Russell.Loni@epa.gov]

Sent: 2/1/2022 3:27:36 AM

To: External_Stakeholder_OQOutreach_Group [External_Stakeholder_QOutreach_Group@epa.gov]

CC: Utech, Dan [Utech.Dan@epa.gov]; Goffman, Joseph [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; Carbonell, Tomas
[Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov]

Subject: Stakeholder Statements: MATS

Attachments: MATS Stakeholder Roundup 1-31-22.docx

First round of MATS statements {(attached and below)

American Academy of Pediatrics, the American Lung Association, American Public
Health Association and Physicians for Social Responsibility: Four Health and Medical
Groups Support EPA’s Proposed Mercury and Alr Toxics Rule

American Academy of Pediatrics, the American Lung Association, American Public Health Association and Physicians for
Social Responsibility issued the following statement:

“We applaud EPA’s proposed rule to reaffirm the ‘appropriate and necessary finding’ for the lifesaving Mercury and Air
Toxics Standards. Without a doubt, protecting the health of babies, children, pregnant people and other at-risk groups
from toxic pollution is appropriate and necessary. These commonsense standards have a proven track record of success.
They have slashed emissions of toxic air pollutants, including mercury and arsenic. Millions are breathing cleaner air
because of these protections under the Clean Air Act. The previous administration’s attempt to undermine them was
unconscionable and unlawful, and we thank EPA for today’s proposal to correct it.

Further, our organizations support strengthening the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards through EPA’s residual risk and
technology review. EPA should follow the latest science and update the standards to protect the health of all Americans,
particularly children. For example, recent research from the Harvard School of Public Health has shown that the net
benefits of reducing mercury are much larger than EPA previously estimated. Our organizations support EPA’s proposal
to reaffirm the finding that the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards are appropriate and necessary and will continue to
advocate for stronger safeguards.”

Chesapeake Bay Foundation

Chesapeake Bay Foundation litigation staff attorney Ariel Solaski issued the following statement:

“EPA is right to restore the legal underpinning of MATS and can now focus on further reducing this pollution. Despite
years of reductions, mercury persists at harmful levels in fish in the Chesapeake Bay watershed. It accumulates in the
food chain and ultimately jeopardizes the health of people who eat contaminated seafood, especially in communities
that rely on self-caught, local fish to feed their families.”

Earthjustice: EPA Moves to Restore Authority to Limit Power Plants’ Toxic Alr
Emissions

Earthjustice issued the following statement:

“Today, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) proposed restoring the legal finding that it is “appropriate and
necessary” to regulate power plants’ hazardous air emissions, an important foundation for the Mercury and Air Toxics
Standards (MATS). Restoring the legal finding also paves the way for EPA to strengthen MATS and ensure that all
communities are fully protected from this dangerous pollution.

Under the cover of the COVID-19 pandemic, and despite widespread opposition, former EPA Administrator Andrew
Wheeler — a former coal lobbyist — reversed the legal finding, based on a bogus cost benefit analysis that economists
said had “deep flaws.” The move was meant to entice coal companies to attack MATS in court, which came to pass when
Westmoreland Mining Holdings swiftly filed a lawsuit. Earthjustice clients intervened to block that coal industry
maneuver in June of 2020.
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“This action will protect MATS from coal industry court challenges,” said Earthjustice attorney Neil Gormley. “Now EPA
must stay on the offensive in the fight for public health. We look forward to working with the agency as it moves ahead
to strengthen MATS and other essential clean air rules.”

Necessary Determination for MATS

Edison Electric Institute (EEI) President Tom Kuhn issued the following statement:

“EEl and our investor-owned electric company members thank Administrator Regan and the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) for restoring the appropriate and necessary determination underpinning the Mercury and Air
Toxics Standards (MATS). EEl’'s member companies have fully and successfully implemented MATS for years.

EEl’'s member companies, and the electric power industry collectively, have invested more than $18 billion to install
pollution control technologies to meet these standards. Since 2010, our industry has reduced its mercury emissions by
more than 91 percent, and we have seen a significant change in our nation’s energy mix, which is getting cleaner and
cleaner every day.

Restoring the appropriate and necessary finding enables electric companies to remain focused on getting the energy we
provide as clean as we can as fast as we can, while maintaining the reliability and affordability that our customers value.
We look forward to working with Administrator Regan and EPA as they continue to gather information about the
performance of today’s generating fleet.”

Environmental Defense Fund: EPA Takes Welcome Step to Support Mercury and Alr
Toxics Standards, Protect Americans from Dangerous Pollution from Coal-Fired
Power Plants

Statement of EDF Lead Counsel Michael Panfil:

“Today, EPA released its proposed finding that is it ‘appropriate and necessary’ under the Clean Air Act to limit mercury
and other toxic pollution from coal-fired power plants. This proposal will serve as a robust legal basis for the Mercury
and Air Toxics Standards, which protect Americans from some extremely dangerous types of pollution — including
mercury, which causes brain damage in babies and is associated with heart disease, arsenic, and other substances that
cause cancer and lung disease. Since 2012, the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards have slashed pollution by as much as
80 percent and have done it at a fraction of the expected cost. Recent studies prove that reducing toxic pollution has
provided greater health benefits than anticipated, for less money.

The previous administration tried to weaken the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards by attacking the ‘appropriate and
necessary’ finding — the legal underpinnings of this resounding success story. Today, EPA has taken a welcome first step
toward reversing that wholly unfounded action and restoring the finding. EPA is also requesting comments on whether it
should take further steps to strengthen these critical safeguards. We believe it absolutely should. While the Mercury and
Air Toxics Standards have been successful, there are still many coal plants that release significant amounts of mercury
pollution and put American families at risk. EDF has published a map highlighting the top thirty mercury polluters and
their locations around the country.

EPA has a clear authority and responsibility to protect Americans from mercury and other toxic pollution from power
plants, and today’s finding reflects that. Next we must strengthen the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards so we can do
more to protect our children and communities from toxic pollution.”

Environmental Protection Network

Environmental Protection Network tweeted the following statement:

“EPN applauds @EPA for restoring the appropriate and necessary finding that is the underpinning of the mercury & air
toxics standards. We look forward to working w/the agency on a future rule that will strengthen #MATS and protect the
health and future of vulnerable populations.”
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Evangelical Environment Network: Celebrates EPA's Proposal to Reinstate the
Mercury and Air Toxics Standard

The Evangelical Environment Network issued the following statement:

“The Evangelical Environment Network, along with 145,000 pro-life Christians and 150 evangelical leaders, vehemently
opposed the gutting of MATS by the previous Administration,” stated the Rev. Mitch Hescox, EEN’s President & C.E.O.
“We are elated by Administrator Regan’s decision to reinstate the appropriate and necessary finding, and we will rally
our community to ensure that MATS is reinstated as quickly as possible to defend our children from the debilitating
harms of mercury poisoning and toxic air pollution. No child should have their life potential cut short.”

LOV STATEMENT ON MERCURY AND AIR TOXIC STANDARDS

Senior Director of Government Affairs Matthew Davis:

“We applaud the Biden-Harris administration for taking action to reaffirm the solid scientific, policy, and legal
foundation for protecting children’s health — especially children in low income and communities of color who are
disproportionately impacted by toxic pollution — from mercury and other toxic pollutants from coal-fired power plants.
Undoing the illegal and dangerous work of the Trump administration is critical to protecting the health of all
communities and tackling climate change, and we encourage the Biden-Harris administration to more swiftly push
beyond existing standards to better protect public health and the environment from the ravages of fossil fuel pollution,
including on these mercury and air toxics standards for power plants and oil and gas methane standards, among others.”

24

Moms Clean Air Force: With EPA’s Proposal to Restore Our Mercury and Alr Toxics
Standards, Moms Press Agency to Move Forward With Strengthening Protections

for Babies’ Developing Brains

Moms Clean Air Force Director and Co-Founder Dominigue Browning issued the following statement:

“No amount of mercury is safe for a child’s brain. That's why the members of Moms Clean Air Force have worked
tirelessly, for a decade, to keep mercury out of our air, so it does not migrate into and disrupt the development of
babies’ brains. Our members have fought hard to build—and then to restore—the legal foundation of our Mercury and
Air Toxics Standards, which were weakened by the Trump administration.

EPA’s proposal to reinstate the legal foundation of the standards that limit mercury and other toxic, carcinogenic
pollution from coal-fired power plants is a public health necessity. It will shore up standards that have helped slash
mercury pollution by more than 80%. However, parents can’t rest easy just yet. Not when coal plants continue to emit
dangerous quantities of hazardous air pollution, including 33,000 pounds of mercury each year.

It is time to move forward with strengthening the substantive protections in the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards so
that brain damage in children, as well as pollutants that cause cancer, lung disease, and other serious health harms, are
no longer a threat to our families’ health and well-being.”

Montana Environmental Information Center

Derf Johnson, staff attorney with the Montana Environmental Information Center, issued the following statement:

“We applaud the EPA for taking some initial steps toward restoring the fundamental purpose of the clean air act, which
is to protect and improve the air that we all breathe. Now it's time for the EPA to roll up its sleeves and fix the MATS
rule.”

NRDC: EPA Restores Commitment to Cutting Toxic Alr Pollution from Coal Plants

John Walke, director of the clean air program at NRDC (Natural Resources Defense Council):

“These safeguards work—and there’s proof, if you look at the decrease in mortality, asthma and other health outcomes
since they first took effect in 2015. With the Biden-Harris administration clearing away the Trump EPA’s attempted
sabotage of these standards, now EPA needs to strengthen the standards to better protect Americans and U.S. air
quality.”

ED_006533_00001835-00003



EPA-HQ-2021-5551

Sierra Club Supports EPA’s Alr Toxies Announcement

Patrick Drupp, Deputy Legislative Director for Climate and Clean Air released the following statement:

“With today’s announcement, President Biden’s EPA is taking a critical first step in protecting communities —in
particular, communities of color — from dangerous, toxic pollution from coal plants. Communities across the country
continue to be saddled with poor air quality. As a result, our families — and especially our children and the elderly — have
been burdened with skyrocketing cases of asthma, heart attacks, and premature deaths.

“President Biden’s EPA must now strengthen the MATS rule. No amount of toxic pollution is acceptable in the air we
breathe, especially when there are feasible, cost effective means of protecting public health.”

Union of Concerned Scientists: EPA Moves to Restore Vital Public Health
Protections with Proposed Mercury Finding

Julie McNamara, deputy policy director for the Climate and Energy Program at UCS:

“Today, Administrator Regan has taken a critical step forward in restoring vital public health protections. There is no
question — none — that it is ‘appropriate and necessary’ to limit people’s exposure to mercury and other hazardous air
pollutants from coal- and oil-fired power plants. Today’s proposal unequivocally reaffirms that, reinforcing what science
has long made clear: these protections provide towering benefits that far outweigh the costs.

“We also know that hazardous air pollution is still killing and sickening people. The costs and consequences of this
ongoing pollution—and the fact that the harms of air pollution fall disproportionately on low-income communities and
communities of color—have never been more evident. While today’s proposal is vital, it’s only a start. We strongly
support the EPA not just upholding but strengthening these rules, beginning with today’s additional request for
information.

“It should also be said: Today’s issuance never should have had to happen. The Trump administration’s revocation of the
‘appropriate and necessary’ finding was based on an egregious manipulation of science to favor polluters. Today’s
proposal, with its clear commitment to evaluating the best available science, marks another point of progress in the
EPA’s return to its mission of putting people, not polluters, first.”

Loni Cortez Russell

Deputy Associate Administrator, Office of Public Engagement and Environmental Education
U.S. EPA Office of the Administrator

Cell: 202-819-3990 | she/her
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What They’re Saying: Mercury and Air Toxics Standards (MATS) Announcement
Stakeholder Statement Roundup
January 31, 2022
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Armerican Academy of Pediatrics, the American Lung Association,
American Public Health Association and Physiclans for Social
Responsibility: Four Health and Medical Groups Support EPA’s Proposed
Mercury and Alr Toxics Rule

American Academy of Pediatrics, the American Lung Association, American Public Health Association and
Physicians for Social Responsibility issued the following statement:

“We applaud EPA’s proposed rule to reaffirm the ‘appropriate and necessary finding’ for the lifesaving
Mercury and Air Toxics Standards. Without a doubt, protecting the health of babies, children, pregnant
people and other at-risk groups from toxic pollution is appropriate and necessary. These commonsense
standards have a proven track record of success. They have slashed emissions of toxic air pollutants,
including mercury and arsenic. Millions are breathing cleaner air because of these protections under the
Clean Air Act. The previous administration’s attempt to undermine them was unconscionable and
unlawful, and we thank EPA for today’s proposal to correct it.

Further, our organizations support strengthening the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards through EPA’s
residual risk and technology review. EPA should follow the latest science and update the standards to
protect the health of all Americans, particularly children. For example, recent research from the Harvard
School of Public Health has shown that the net benefits of reducing mercury are much larger than EPA
previously estimated. Our organizations support EPA’s proposal to reaffirm the finding that the Mercury
and Air Toxics Standards are appropriate and necessary and will continue to advocate for stronger
safeguards.”

Chesapeake Bay Foundation

Chesapeake Bay Foundation litigation staff attorney Ariel Solaski issued the following statement:

“EPA is right to restore the legal underpinning of MATS and can now focus on further reducing this
pollution. Despite years of reductions, mercury persists at harmful levels in fish in the Chesapeake Bay
watershed. It accumulates in the food chain and ultimately jeopardizes the health of people who eat
contaminated seafood, especially in communities that rely on self-caught, local fish to feed their
families.”

Farthiustice: EPA Moves to Restore Authority to Limit Power Plants’
Toxic Alr Emissions

Earthjustice issued the following statement:

“Today, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) proposed restoring the legal finding that it

is “appropriate and necessary” to regulate power plants’ hazardous air emissions, an important
foundation for the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards (MATS). Restoring the legal finding also paves the
way for EPA to strengthen MATS and ensure that all communities are fully protected from this
dangerous pollution.

Under the cover of the COVID-19 pandemic, and despite widespread opposition, former EPA
Administrator Andrew Wheeler — a former coal lobbyist — reversed the legal finding, based on a bogus
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cost benefit analysis that economists said had “deep flaws.” The move was meant to entice coal
companies to attack MATS in court, which came to pass when Westmoreland Mining Holdings swiftly
filed a lawsuit. Earthjustice clients intervened to block that coal industry maneuver in June of 2020.

“This action will protect MATS from coal industry court challenges,” said Earthjustice attorney Neil
Gormley. “Now EPA must stay on the offensive in the fight for public health. We look forward to
working with the agency as it moves ahead to strengthen MATS and other essential clean air rules.”

Appropriate and Necessary Determination for MATS

Edison Electric Institute (EEl) President Tom Kuhn issued the following statement:

“EEl and our investor-owned electric company members thank Administrator Regan and the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) for restoring the appropriate and necessary determination
underpinning the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards (MATS). EEl's member companies have fully and
successfully implemented MATS for years.

EEI's member companies, and the electric power industry collectively, have invested more than $18
billion to install pollution control technologies to meet these standards. Since 2010, our industry has
reduced its mercury emissions by more than 91 percent, and we have seen a significant change in our
nation’s energy mix, which is getting cleaner and cleaner every day.

Restoring the appropriate and necessary finding enables electric companies to remain focused on
getting the energy we provide as clean as we can as fast as we can, while maintaining the reliability and
affordability that our customers value. We look forward to working with Administrator Regan and EPA
as they continue to gather information about the performance of today’s generating fleet.”

Environmental Defense Fund: EPA Takes Welcome Step to Support
Mercury and Alr Toxics Standards, Protect Americans from Dangerous

Pollution from Coal-Fired Power Plants
Statement of EDF Lead Counsel Michael Panfil:

“Today, EPA released its proposed finding that is it ‘appropriate and necessary’ under the Clean Air Act
to limit mercury and other toxic pollution from coal-fired power plants. This proposal will serve as a
robust legal basis for the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards, which protect Americans from some
extremely dangerous types of pollution — including mercury, which causes brain damage in babies and is
associated with heart disease, arsenic, and other substances that cause cancer and lung disease. Since
2012, the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards have slashed pollution by as much as 80 percent and have
done it at a fraction of the expected cost. Recent studies prove that reducing toxic pollution has
provided greater health benefits than anticipated, for less money.

The previous administration tried to weaken the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards by attacking the
‘appropriate and necessary’ finding — the legal underpinnings of this resounding success story. Today,
EPA has taken a welcome first step toward reversing that wholly unfounded action and restoring the
finding. EPA is also requesting comments on whether it should take further steps to strengthen these
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critical safeguards. We believe it absolutely should. While the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards have
been successful, there are still many coal plants that release significant amounts of mercury pollution
and put American families at risk. EDF has published a map highlighting the top thirty mercury polluters
and their locations around the country.

EPA has a clear authority and responsibility to protect Americans from mercury and other toxic pollution
from power plants, and today’s finding reflects that. Next we must strengthen the Mercury and Air
Toxics Standards so we can do more to protect our children and communities from toxic pollution.”

Frivironmental Protection Network

Environmental Protection Network tweeted the following statement:

“EPN applauds @EPA for restoring the appropriate and necessary finding that is the underpinning of the
mercury & air toxics standards. We look forward to working w/the agency on a future rule that will
strengthen #MATS and protect the health and future of vulnerable populations.”

Evangelical Environment Network: Celebrates EPA’s Proposal to
Reinstate the Mercury and Alr Toxics Standard

The Evangelical Environment Network issued the following statement:

“The Evangelical Environment Network, along with 145,000 pro-life Christians and 150 evangelical
leaders, vehemently opposed the gutting of MATS by the previous Administration,” stated the Rev.
Mitch Hescox, EEN’s President & C.E.O. “We are elated by Administrator Regan’s decision to reinstate
the appropriate and necessary finding, and we will rally our community to ensure that MATS is
reinstated as quickly as possible to defend our children from the debilitating harms of mercury
poisoning and toxic air pollution. No child should have their life potential cut short.”

LOV STATEMENT ON MERCURY AND AIR TOXIC STANDARDS

Senior Director of Government Affairs Matthew Davis:

“We applaud the Biden-Harris administration for taking action to reaffirm the solid scientific, policy, and
legal foundation for protecting children’s health — especially children in low income and communities of
color who are disproportionately impacted by toxic pollution — from mercury and other toxic pollutants
from coal-fired power plants. Undoing the illegal and dangerous work of the Trump administration is
critical to protecting the health of all communities and tackling climate change, and we encourage the
Biden-Harris administration to more swiftly push beyond existing standards to better protect public
health and the environment from the ravages of fossil fuel pollution, including on these mercury and air
toxics standards for power plants and oil and gas methane standards, among others.”

Moms Clean Alr Force: With EPA’s Proposal to Restore Qur Mercury and
Air Toxics Standards, Moms Press Agency to Move Forward With
Strengthening Protections for Babies” Developing Brains

Moms Clean Air Force Director and Co-Founder Dominigue Browning issued the following statement:
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“No amount of mercury is safe for a child’s brain. That’s why the members of Moms Clean Air Force
have worked tirelessly, for a decade, to keep mercury out of our air, so it does not migrate into and
disrupt the development of babies’ brains. Our members have fought hard to build—and then to
restore—the legal foundation of our Mercury and Air Toxics Standards, which were weakened by the
Trump administration.

EPA’s proposal to reinstate the legal foundation of the standards that limit mercury and other toxic,
carcinogenic pollution from coal-fired power plants is a public health necessity. It will shore up
standards that have helped slash mercury pollution by more than 80%. However, parents can’t rest easy
just yet. Not when coal plants continue to emit dangerous quantities of hazardous air pollution,
including 33,000 pounds of mercury each year.

It is time to move forward with strengthening the substantive protections in the Mercury and Air Toxics
Standards so that brain damage in children, as well as pollutants that cause cancer, lung disease, and
other serious health harms, are no longer a threat to our families’ health and well-being.”

Montana Environmental information Center

Derf Johnson, staff attorney with the Montana Environmental Information Center, issued the following
statement:

“We applaud the EPA for taking some initial steps toward restoring the fundamental purpose of the
clean air act, which is to protect and improve the air that we all breathe. Now it's time for the EPA to roll
up its sleeves and fix the MATS rule.”

NRDC: EPA Restores Commitment to Cutting Toxic Alr Pollution from
Coal Plants

John Walke, director of the clean air program at NRDC (Natural Resources Defense Council):

“These safeguards work—and there’s proof, if you look at the decrease in mortality, asthma and other
health outcomes since they first took effect in 2015. With the Biden-Harris administration clearing away
the Trump EPA’s attempted sabotage of these standards, now EPA needs to strengthen the standards to
better protect Americans and U.S. air quality.”

Sierra Club Supports EPA’s Air Toxics Announcement

Patrick Drupp, Deputy Legislative Director for Climate and Clean Air released the following statement:

“With today’s announcement, President Biden’s EPA is taking a critical first step in protecting
communities — in particular, communities of color — from dangerous, toxic pollution from coal plants.
Communities across the country continue to be saddled with poor air quality. As a result, our families —
and especially our children and the elderly — have been burdened with skyrocketing cases of asthma,
heart attacks, and premature deaths.

“President Biden’s EPA must now strengthen the MATS rule. No amount of toxic pollution is acceptable
in the air we breathe, especially when there are feasible, cost effective means of protecting public
health.”
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Union of Concerned Scientists: EPA Moves to Restore Vital Public Health

Protections with Proposed Mercury Finding
Julie McNamara, deputy policy director for the Climate and Energy Program at UCS:

“Today, Administrator Regan has taken a critical step forward in restoring vital public health protections.
There is no question — none — that it is ‘appropriate and necessary’ to limit people’s exposure to
mercury and other hazardous air pollutants from coal- and oil-fired power plants. Today’s proposal
unequivocally reaffirms that, reinforcing what science has long made clear: these protections provide
towering benefits that far outweigh the costs.

“We also know that hazardous air pollution is still killing and sickening people. The costs and
consequences of this ongoing pollution—and the fact that the harms of air pollution fall
disproportionately on low-income communities and communities of color—have never been more
evident. While today’s proposal is vital, it’s only a start. We strongly support the EPA not just upholding
but strengthening these rules, beginning with today’s additional request for information.

“It should also be said: Today’s issuance never should have had to happen. The Trump administration’s
revocation of the ‘appropriate and necessary’ finding was based on an egregious manipulation of
science to favor polluters. Today’s proposal, with its clear commitment to evaluating the best available
science, marks another point of progress in the EPA’s return to its mission of putting people, not
polluters, first.”
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Message

From: Millett, John [Millett.John@epa.gov]
Sent: 2/1/2022 1:53:46 PM

To: OAR Briefings [OAR_Briefings@epa.gov]
Subject: FW: MATS News Clips: 1/31/2022

From: Jones, Enesta <Jones.Enesta@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, February 1, 2022 7:30 AM

To: Cortelyou-Lee, Jan <Cortelyou-Lee.Jan@epa.gov>; Ashley, Jackie <Ashley.Jackie@epa.gov>; Noonan, Jenny
<Noonan.Jenny@epa.gov>; Millett, John <Millett.John@epa.gov>; Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton.Lindsay@epa.gov>;
Carroll, Timothy <Carroll.Timothy@epa.gov>

Cc: AO OPA Media Relations <AQ_OPA_Media_Relations@epa.gov>

Subject: MATS News Clips: 1/31/2022

AP: EPA restores rule to limit power-plant mercury emissions
https://apnews.com/article/business-health-environment-and-nature-donald-trump-environment-
3155202¢643bbece7e0854a5¢13d257¢

Bloomberg: Power Plant Mercury Limits Get Legal Underpinnings Restored
https://news.bloomberglaw.com/environment-and-eneroy/mercury-air-rules-get-restored-le gal-boost-under-epa-proposal

CNN: EPA to bring back mercury pollution rules that were nixed under Trump administration
hitps://www.cnn.com/2022/01/3 1/politics/epa-mercury-pollution-coal-plants-climate/index html

E&E News: Biden admin moves to slash air toxics, boost clean energy
https://www.cenews.net/articles/biden-admin-moves-to-slash-air-toxics-boost-clean-energy/

Law360: EPA Floats Stabilizing Mercury Emissions Rule
https://www.law360.com/articles/1460408/epa-floats-stabilizing-mercwrv-emissions-rule

Reuters: U.S. EPA moves to advance mercury and air toxics rule
https://www.reuters.com/world/us/us-epa-moves-advance-mercury-air-toxics-rule-2022-01-31/

The Hill: Biden administration proposes restoration of power plant rules undermined by Trump
https://thehill.com/policy/energy-environment/592133-biden-administration-proposes-to-restore-legal-basis-for-

power

NYT: Biden Administration to Reinstate Mercury Pollution Rules Weakened Under Trump
https://www.nytimes.com/2022/01/31/climate/epa-mercury-pollution-coal html

WaPo: EPA affirms its right to limit mercury from power plants, as part of Biden’s broader push to curb climate
pollution
https://www.washingtonpost.com/climate-environment/2022/01/3 1/mercury-power-plants-epa-climate/

WSJ: EPA Moves to Restore Obama-Era Rules on Power Plants
hitps://www.wsl.conyarticles/epa-moves-to-restore-obama-era-rules-on-power-plants-11643664569

bt
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AP: EPA restores rule to limit power-plant mercury emissions
https://apnews.com/article/business-health-environment-and-nature-donald-trump-environment-
3155202¢643bbece7e0854a5¢13d257¢

By Matthew Daly

WASHINGTON (AP) — In yet another reversal of a Trump-era action, the Environmental
Protection Agency said Monday it will resume enforcement of a rule that limits power plant
emissions of mercury and other hazardous pollutants.

The EPA action restores a 2012 rule imposed under President Barack Obama that was credited with
curbing mercury’s devastating neurological damage to children and prevented thousands of
premature deaths while reducing the risk of heart attacks and cancer, among other public health
benefits.

“Sound science makes it clear that we need to limit mercury and toxins in the air to protect children
and vulnerable communities from dangerous pollution,” EPA Administrator Michael Regan said in
a statement. “EPA is committed to aggressively reducing pollution from the power sector so that all
people, regardless of ZIP code or amount of money in their pocket, can breathe clean air and live
healthy and productive lives.”

The action is another example of the Biden administration reinstating environmental protections
loosened under President Donald Trump.

President Joe Biden has set a goal to make the U.S. electricity sector carbon-neutral by 2035, but a
sweeping, $555 billion plan to promote clean energy such as wind and solar power remains stalled
in Congress, following an objection by Sen. Joe Manchin, D-W .Va.

Even without legislation, Biden can pursue his climate agenda through rules and regulations. But
those can be undone by subsequent presidents, as demonstrated by the mercury rule and other
environmental actions taken under Trump.

The EPA has announced a series of regulatory actions under Regan, including a plan to impose
stronger limits on tailpipe emissions from cars and trucks and tighten restrictions on emissions of
methane, a leading contributor to global warming.

The Interior Department also has announced approval of large-scale solar projects in California and
other states and backed major offshore wind projects along the East Coast.

Still, Biden’s agenda remains at risk and could be jeopardized further by a Supreme Court case
scheduled to be heard in late February. Justices will hear arguments in a case brought by West
Virginia that could undercut EPA’s ability to regulate greenhouse gas emissions from coal-fired
power plants under the Clean Air Act.

The Trump administration gutted the mercury rule on power plants in 2020, saying the earlier rule
amounted to regulatory overreach that imposed undue harm on the power sector. Andrew Wheeler,
the former coal lobbyist who headed the EPA under Trump, said the 2020 action balanced the
rule’s cost to utilities with public safety.

In reversing that decision, the EPA said the Trump-era action was “based on a fundamentally
flawed interpretation of the Clean Air Act that improperly ignored or undervalued vital health
benefits from reducing hazardous air pollution from power plants.”
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Based on a thorough review of the benefits, the “reasonable costs of controls” and other factors,
“EPA 1s proposing to reaffirm that it is appropriate and necessary to regulate emissions of
hazardous air pollutants from coal- and oil-fired power plants,” the agency said.

Environmental groups welcomed the change, which they had been urging for months.

“EPA has a clear authority and responsibility to protect Americans from mercury and other toxic
pollution from power plants, and today’s finding reflects that,” said Michael Panfil, a lawyer for the
Environmental Defense Fund.

The next step is to strengthen the Obama-era rule, Panfil and other environmentalists said.

“While the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards have been successful, there are still many coal plants
that release significant amounts of mercury pollution and put American families at risk,” he said.

The Obama-era rule led to what electric utilities say was an $18 billion cleanup of mercury and
other toxins from the smokestacks of coal-fired power plants.

Most coal-fired power plants have already made the technological upgrades required by the 2012
rule. A group representing investor-owned electric companies hailed EPA’s action to restore a legal
determination that the mercury rule was appropriate and necessary.

“Since 2010, our industry has reduced its mercury emissions by more than 91%," said Tom Kuhn,
president of the Edison Electric Institute, an industry lobbying group.

“Restoring the ‘appropriate and necessary’ finding enables electric companies to remain focused on
getting the energy we provide as clean as we can as fast as we can,” while maintaining reliability
and affordability, Kuhn said.

Coal-fired power plants are the largest single manmade source of mercury pollutants, which enter
the food chain through fish and other items that people consume.

Bloomberg: Power Plant Mercury Limits Get Legal Underpinnings Restored
https://news.bloomberslaw.com/environment-and-energyv/mercurv-air-rules-get-restored-legal-boost-under-epa-

proposal
BY JENNIFER HIJAZI

The Biden administration on Monday unveiled plans to restore key language that justifies mercury and air toxics rules,
establishing that emission limits for coal-fired plants are “appropriate and necessary.”

That legal finding was tossed under the Trump administration in 2020, a hotly contested move that many argued
weakened some of the most powerful clean air and water standards EPA has in its arsenal.

“The previous administration’s attempt to undermine them was unconscionable and unlawtul, and we thank
EPA for today’s proposal to correct it,” the American Academy of Pediatrics, the American Lung Association,
and other health groups said in a statement on the proposal.

The proposed rule from the Environmental Protection Agency would affirm cornerstone language of Mercury
and Air Toxics Standards, or MATS.

“EPA is committed to aggressively reducing pollution from the power sector so that all people, regardless of zip
code or amount of money in their pocket, can breathe clean air and live healthy and productive lives,”
Administrator Michael Regan said in a statement.

‘Breathe a Little Easier’
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The proposal doesn’t suggest increasing the standards’ stringency, but does leave the door open for future
rulemaking. Part of the proposal calls for more information on improving costs and performance of emission
control technology, the agency said.

“Fortunately, we can now breathe a little easier knowing that EPA is sticking with what most of us know to be
true—clean air is integral to healthy communities and a thriving economy,” Senate Environment and Public
Works Committee Chairman Tom Carper (D-Del ), said in a statement.

Health groups applauded the move, and said they still want more stringent standards.

“President Biden’s EPA must now strengthen the MATS rule,” Patrick Drupp, Sierra Club Deputy Legislative

Director for Climate and Clean Air, said in a statement. “No amount of toxic pollution is acceptable in the air
we breathe, especially when there are feasible, cost effective means of protecting public health.”

Since the rule’s creation in 2012, power plant emissions of hazardous mercury pollution into the air and water
have been reduced by 86%. The emissions can lead to issues including neurological defects and cardiovascular
problems.

CNN: EPA to bring back mercury pollution rules that were nixed under Trump administration
https://www.cnn.com/2022/01/31/politics/epa-mercury-pollution-coal-plants-climate/index. html

By Ella Nilsen

(CNN) — The Environmental Protection Agency announced on Monday it intends to reaffirm its authority to regulate toxic
mercury from power plant smokestacks, undoing a Trump-cra rollback.

The EPA is proposing to bring back the 2012 Mercury and Air Toxics Standards rules that were first implemented during the
Obama administration. The rules require power plants to reduce pollutants, including mercury and acid gases, which Biden
administration officials say will improve public health.

Mercury is a neurotoxin with several health impacts, including its harmful effect on brain development in children.

"Sound science makes it clear that we need to limit mercury and toxins in the air to protect children and vulnerable communities
from dangerous pollution,” EPA Administrator Michael S. Regan said in a statement. "EPA is committed to aggressively
reducing pollution from the power sector so that all people, regardless of zip code or amount of money in their pocket, can
breathe clcan air and live healthy and productive lives."

The Trump administration reversed the rules in May 2020, saying they were not "appropriate and neccssary" because they were
too burdensome to industry.

The EPA said it is also examining whether to make the rules more stringent.

Monday's announcement is onc of several recent EPA regulations targeting toxins emitted from smokestacks and coal ash
ponds. On their face, the air and wastewater rules would not regulate greenhouse gas emissions, but they could have that effect.

The agency faces a significant legal challenge at the US Supreme Court later this month in a case that questions its authority to
regulate greenhousc gas emissions.

"We don't have to overly rely on any one rule,” Regan told the Wall Street Journal in a recent interview. "It's looking at the full
suite of authorities to maximize our ability to protect communities and public health."

The mercury rules sharply reduced mercury emissions while they were in place, according to the EPA. Compared to 2010
levels, mercury emissions from power plants were down by 86% by 2017, five years after the rules were implemented,
according to a news release. Acid gas emissions were also down by 96%, and non-mercury metal emissions were down by 81%.

Senate Environment and Public Works Chair Tom Carper applauded the proposed rules change.

"Every American — no matter their zip code — deserves to live in a community that is free of mercury and other harmful air
pollution,” Carper said in a statement.

The EPA will take public comment on the proposal for 60 days and plans hold a virtual public hearing on the rules.

E&E News: Biden admin moves to slash air toxics, boost clean energy
https://www.eenews.net/articles/biden-admin-moves-to-slash-air-toxics-boost-clean-energy/
By Sean Reilly
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For the fourth and perhaps final time, EPA today asserted its authority to regulate some of the most toxic air releases from
power plants in hopes of ending a seesaw regulatory fight that has spanned decades and once reached the Supreme Court.

EPA’s proposed rulemaking advances the Biden administration’s climate goals and pledges to address

environmental justice and efforts to boost cleaner energy.

But with the agency’s ability to regulate power industry carbon emissions now at risk from another pending

“Sound science makes it clear that we need to limit mercury and toxins in the air to protect children and
vulnerable communities from dangerous pollution,” EPA Administrator Michael Regan said in a statement.
“EPA is committed to aggressively reducing pollution from the power sector so that all people, regardless of zip

code or amount of money in their pocket, can breathe clean air and live healthy and productive lives.”

In the newly released draft, the agency reaftirmed the legally required finding that it is “appropriate and
necessary” to limit emissions of mercury, arsenic and other hazardous pollutants from coal-fired power plants.
If made final, the proposal would reverse a Trump administration decision to scrap that finding, which laid the

foundation for seminal regulations issued a decade ago that have helped slash those emissions.

Because all major utilities have long since come into compliance with what are formally known as the Mercury
and Air Toxics Standards, the proposal will have no immediate practical impact if made final. But it could
shield the standards from a coal company lawsuit filed two years ago alleging that they should be revoked
because their legal basis no longer exists. EPA is also seeking public feedback on the option of tightening the

existing emissions limits based on advances in pollution control technology over the last decade.

In a flurry of news releases, environmental and public health groups — and even industry — swiftly applauded

the proposal and urged further action.

“Now EPA must stay on the offensive in the fight for public health,” Earthjustice attorney Neil Gormley said.
“We look forward to working with the agency as it moves ahead to strengthen MATS and other essential clean

air rules.”

Also expressing gratitude was a top utility industry trade group that’s usually not a fan of EPA. Restoration of
the appropriate and necessary finding “enables electric companies to remain focused on getting the energy we
provide as clean as we can as fast as we can, while maintaining the reliability and affordability that our

customers value,” said Tom Kuhn, president of the Edison Electric Institute.

Power companies had opposed the Trump administration’s 2020 decision to revoke the finding for fear that it

could imperil their ability to recoup MATS compliance costs from ratepayers.

Under the 1990 Clean Air Act amendments, EPA had to formally make that determination before issuing the
standards. After the Clinton administration initially made the finding in 2000, it was revoked by the George W.

Bush administration and then reaffirmed under President Obama in 2012 and 2016.

Because mercury is a neurotoxin that can affect babies’ brain development, the Trump administration’s decision
to roll back the finding was particularly hard-fought. In justifying its decision, the Trump EPA pointed to the

original cost-benefit analysis, which found that almost all the quantitiable health gains would come from “co-
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benefits” stemming from cuts in soot-forming pollutants that were not among those directly targeted by the

standards.

The contrast with the standards’ projected $9.6 billion compliance cost later caught the attention of the Supreme
Court, which in a 2015 opinion allowed the emission limits to go into effect but found that EPA should have
considered compliance expenses in making the appropriate and necessary finding. The agency reaffirmed the

finding the following year.

Law360: EPA Floats Stabilizing Mercury Emissions Rule

https://www.law360.com/articles/1460408/epa-floats-stabilizine-mercurv-emissions-rule

By Juan {arlos Rodriguses

The .5, Environmental Protection Agoncy on Monday proposed reinstating an Obama-era legal finding — which had

been struck down by the Trump administration — that underpinned mercury emissions standards for power plants.

EPA Administrator Michael Regan, pictured in December, said in a statement on Monday that the agency "is committed

to aggressively reducing pollution from the power sector.” (AP Photo/Jacquelyn Martin, File)

In yet another important regulatory flip-flop, the EPA said health benefits stemming from 2012 mercury and air toxics
standards rule outweighed compliance costs. The finding restores the Obama administration's conclusion that it was
"appropriate and necessary" to regulate mercury emissions for coal- and oil-fired power plants under the Clean Air Act.

That finding was a prerequisite for the actual regulations.

"Sound science makes it clear that we need to limit mercury and toxins in the air to protect children and vulnerable
communities from dangerous pollution,” EPA Administrator Michael Regan said in a statement Monday. "EPA is
committed to aggressively reducing pollution from the power sector so that all pcople, regardless of zip code or amount of

money in their pocket, can breathe clean air and live healthy and productive lives.”

benefits from the regulation that weren't achicved by the targeted pollutants that were the subject of the rule. By leaving
out the benefits of reducing particulate matter emissions, the Obama-era MATS rule cost more than it helped, officials

said.

The regulations themselves have never been struck down — the Trump administration chose to revoke the "appropriate

and necessary” finding but leave the rule in place. So not much will change in practice.

There were several lawsuits filed against the EPA in the wake of its decision.

limits on coal-fired power plants' mercury emissions, arguing that since the legal justification for the standards had been

removed, the regulations could not stand.
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And power generators including {zipine L om. and Puget Sound Engrgy also filed petitions for review of the EPA's

reversal at the D.C. Circuit.

All that litigation has been paused since the Biden administration took power in 2021.

The EPA's Monday announcement drew praise from several quarters.

Tom Kuhn, president of the Edison Electic Instiie, an association that represents all U.S. investor-owned electric

companies, noted the group's member companies have already had the MATS rule implemented for years.

"EEI's member companies, and the electric power industry collectively, have invested more than $18 billion to install
pollution control technologies to meet these standards,” Kuhn said in a statement. "Since 2010, our industry has reduced
its mercury emissions by more than 91 percent, and we have seen a significant change in our nation's energy mix, which is

getting cleaner and cleaner every day."

"President Biden's EPA must now strengthen the MATS rule," Drupp said in a statement Monday. "No amount of toxic
pollution is acceptable in the air we breathe, especially when there are feasible, cost effective means of protecting public
health."”

And John Walke, director of the clean air program at the MNaiural Resources Defense Coungl, said the mercury emissions

standards do have important effects.

"These safeguards work — and there's proof, if you look at the decrease in mortality, asthma and other health outcomes
since they first took effect in 2015," Walke said in a statement Monday. "With the Biden-Harris administration clearing
away the Trump EPA's attempted sabotage of these standards, now EPA needs to strengthen the standards to better protect

Americans and U.S. air quality.”

Reuters: U.S. EPA moves to advance mercury and air toxics rule

https://www.reuters.com/world/us/us-epa-moves-advance-mercurv-air-toxics-rule-2022-01-31/

By Valerie Volcovici

WASHINGTON, Jan 31 (Reuters) - The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency on Monday revived an Obama
administration-era legal finding that regulating hazardous air toxics and mercury from power plants is

necessary, a key step before it can strengthen those air regulations.
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The move to deem the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards (MATS) "appropriate and necessary" would pave the
way for the EPA to update the power plant regulation. Power plants are the largest source of those toxic

pollutants.

Former President Donald Trump's EPA had reversed that legal finding in 2020, citing flaws in the Obama

EPA's cost-benefit analysis of the rule. That reversal ¢ffgciively weakened the MATS mile because it opened the

door to lawsuits by companies opposed to it.

“EPA is committed to aggressively reducing pollution from the power sector so that all people, regardless of zip
code or amount of money in their pocket, can breathe clean air and live healthy and productive lives,” said EPA

Administrator Michael Regan.

The new proposal would leave the current MATS unchanged but would begin the process to gather public

health information and public input it needs to strengthen the regulation.

The Obama EPA had concluded in 2012 that controlling mercury, acid gases, and other harmful pollutants
could reduce heart attacks and cancer risks and avoid neurodevelopmental delays in children justified the costs

of compliance.

The calculations used at the time, however, accounted for how pollution-control equipment at coal plants would
reduce emissions of particulate matter and other harmful substances that come out of smokestacks, in addition

to mercury.

Trump’s EPA said it believed it was inappropriate to have included the benefits of reducing emissions other

than mercury.

"The previous administration ignored science as it attempted to turn back the clock on these protections," said

Democratic Senator Tom Carper.

The MATS rule has helped drive sharp reductions in air pollutants, according to the EPA. The agency estimates
that by 2017, mercury emissions from power plants were reduced by 86%; acid gas emissions were reduced by

96%, and non-mercury metal emissions were reduced by 81% percent compared with pre-MATS levels in 2010.

The Hill: Biden administration proposes restoration of power plant rules undermined by Trump

https://thehill.com/policv/enersv-environment/592133-biden-administration-proposes-to-restore-lesal-basis-for-

OWer

By Hachel Frazin

The Biden administration on Monday proposed restoring the legal underpinnings of power plant pollution

regulations following a Trump administration rollback.

In 2020, the Trump administration undercut a regulation known as the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards

(MATS) rule by changing its legal justification in a way that made it more vulnerable to lawsuits.
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The MATS rule, in general, puts limits on how much of these toxic substances coal and oil power plants can

release into the air. Mercury is a neurotoxin that is particularly harmful to children.
Neither the 2020 rule nor Monday’s action made any changes to the Obama-era standards themselves.

Instead, the Biden administration on Monday proposed to affirm that it is “appropriate and necessary” to
regulate the emissions of these pollutants from power plants, while the Trump administration had said the

regulations were not appropriate and necessary.

“Sound science makes it clear that we need to limit mercury and toxins in the air to protect children and

vulnerable communities from dangerous pollution,” EPA Administrator }ighae! Regan said in a statement.

“EPA is committed to aggressively reducing pollution from the power sector so that all people, regardless of zip

code or amount of money in their pocket, can breathe clean air and live healthy and productive lives,” he said.

According to the EFA'y wehsite, the standards are estimated to have prevented between 4,200 and 11,000
premature deaths annually.

At the time of the rollback, critics argued that the Trump administration was working to give polluters who
wanted to sue in order to eliminate the rules an advantage in court. And, following the changes, a ¢oal
company challenged the MATS rule in court.

The Trump administration had found that the billions in costs that compliance would impose on power
producers annually outweighs the $4 million to $6 million in benefits that the regulation would provide. The
Obama administration had found that the benefits would be worth $90 billion.

The vast discrepancy between the potential benefits came down to how they were calculated and specifically the
Trump administration’s exclusion of “co-benefits” — or indirect benefits gleaned from the rules' impact on
pollutants that are not strictly “targeted” by the rule.

Meanwhile, Monday's proposal also indicated the Biden administration will take a second look at possibly

implementing additional regulations.

It said that it would review the Trump administration’s finding that with the current standards in place, there
aren't remaining risks from the power plants' emissions of the substances in question. The outcome will be

announced in a separate action.

WaPo: EPA affirms its right to limit mercury from power plants, as part of Biden’s broader push to curb
climate pollution

https://www,washingtonpost.com/climate-environment/2022/01/31/mercurv-power-plants-epa-climate/

By oo Grandont

Biden administration officials are kicking off a crackdown on power plant pollution, aiming to shift the nation’s
electricity supply to cleaner energy in the face of congressional resistance and a Supreme Court that could limit
the federal government’s ability to tighten public health standards.

On Monday, the Environmental Protection Agency affirmed its authority to curb mercury from smokestacks,

reversing a 2028 Trump adounistration policy. The move signals a broader effort by the administration to cut
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greenhouse gases and other pollutants from U.S. power plants, which rank as the nation’s sgcond-bigeest

president’s plan to provide utilities with incentives to transition faster to clean energy. And in late February, the

Supreme Court will hear arguments in a case brought by West Virginia that may undercut EPA’s ability to

regulate greenhouse gas emissions from coal-fired power plants in the future.

But EPA can pressure the nation’s dirtiest coal plants to shut down through other means, and the administration

is beginning to exercise its leverage.

“Regulations to require power producers to bear the costs of their own pollution are decades overdue,” said

Thom Cmar, an attorney with the law firm AltmanNewman who represents environmental groups.

The agency determined Monday that it is “appropriate and necessary” to limit mercury and other toxic air
pollutants from power plants. Exposure to the heavy metal — which walfts into the air from coal plants and
settles in lakes and streams and enters the food chain after being absorbed by fish — can harm brain

development in babies and cause heart disease in adults.

“Sound science makes it clear that we need to limit mercury and toxins in the air to protect children and

vulnerable communities from dangerous pollution,” EPA Administrator Michael Regan said in a statement.

The proposed legal finding does not change mercury control requirements adopted under Barack Obama, but it

abolishes a Trump-era determination that said these lmits were unnecessary and that threatened to narrow the

health benefits EPA would consider when crafting clean air rules. And it lays the groundwork for tightening

mercury controls in the future, which Biden officials may pursue.

Environmental Defense Fund general counsel Vickie Patton said “it’s urgent” to update those standards, arguing

that many coal plants still emit far too much mercury.

“Those standards, they’re out of date,” she said. “They need to be modernized to protect people from the most

toxic contaminants that are discharged from coal plants.”

With expensive “scrubber” technology already installed across power plants nationwide, many utilities support
restoring the underlying legal basis for limits on air toxins. Edison Electric Institute President Tom Kuhn,
whose group represents investor-owned electricity providers, said his members, “and the electric power industry
collectively, have invested more than $18 billion to install pollution control technologies to meet these

standards.”
But to meet the president’s ambitious goal to decarbonize the power sector, his team must do much more.

Later this year, the EPA plans to outline new standards for greenhouse gas emissions from existing fossil fuel
plants, which would replace the Obama-era Clean Power Plan. The Supreme Court Biocked that regulation from
taking effect in 2016, and the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit struck down Trump’s

replacemient rule a day before Biden took office.
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But the agency will strain to craft a rule that can withstand scrutiny from an increasingly conservative Supreme
Court. Now with three Trump-appointed justices, the high court will hear z ¢ase :t Februarybrought by

Republican-led states and the coal industry challenging whether the EPA has authority to limit power plants’
greenhouse gases under the Clean Air Act.

The case is unusual since the federal government does not have a policy limiting power plants’ carbon dioxide
emissions on the books.

“Normally the court would wait until they have a new rule to review,” said Carrie Jenks, executive director of
Harvard Law School’s Environmental and Energy Law Program, adding that EPA officials “obviously have to

see what the Supreme Court says. And the Supreme Court could say things that would change their timing.”

But West Virginia Attorney General Patrick Morrisey, who leads the lawsuit against the EPA, said Congress

has never given federal officials the authority to transform the way utilities produce power in the first place.

“This is a really important case for the future of our republic because it raises a number of important questions,”
he said in a recent interview. “Who do we want to make the nation’s most important, life-changing decisions?

Do we want elected representatives who are accountable to the people? Or do we want unelected bureaucrats?”

Beyond capping greenhouse gas emissions, the Biden administration is taking other steps that, when combined,

will make it more costly to burn coal and could hasten the closure of polluting power plants.

“All these hidden environmental and public health costs need to be brought back into the equation, so coal and
gas aren’t getting a free ride,” said Jeremy Symons, an environmental consultant who co-wrote & 300-page
blugpring in 2020 laying out how the EPA can avoid some of the pitfalls that slowed down the Obama

administration.

This fall, for instance, the EPA plans to propose a rule compelling many coal-fired plants to update filtration

systems that treat wastewater laced with arsenic and other contaminants before reaching drinking water. The

stricter requirements would undo one of the Trump administration’sregidatory rolibacks. At least 20 power

plants have told state regulators they may need to close or switch to natural gas if those wastewater
requirements take etfect, according to the Sierra Club.

The agency is also ramping up enforcement of another power plant rule: toxic coal ash disposal. About 500

unlined surface impoundments of waste from coal combustion threaten to leach contaminants such as mercury,
cadmium and arsenic into nearby water. On Jan. 11, the EPA proposed denying requests from three power
plants — in Indiana, lowa and Ohio — to extend the use of their coal ash sites.

“We think it’s just a matter of time” until there is a contamination problem, said Richard Hill, an activist who

lives near the Clifty Creek Power Station on the Ohio River in Indiana. “Eventually, there will be issues.”

EPA spokeswoman Lindsay Hamilton said the Biden administration is working to “identify the full range of our

regulatory tools and consider how best to apply them to address the multipollutant impacts of the power sector.”

Over the past decade, the economics of running coal plants have become harder in the face of competition from

cheaper gas-fired energy as well as wind turbines and solar farms.
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Yet in pockets across the country, coal persists. One of the country’s top mercury emitters is North Dakota’s
Coal Creek Station, according to an analysis by the Environmental Defense Fund. The plant was on the verge of

shutting down when local officials rallicd to save it by blocking competing wind and solar projects.

Overall, the pace of coal retirements slowed during Biden’s first year in office, according to the US. Energy

Information Adminisimation, though that rate is expected to rise this year.

WSJ: EPA Moves to Restore Obama-Era Rules on Power Plants
https://www.wsj.com/articles/epa-moves-to-restore-obama-era-rules-on-power-plants-11643664569
By Katy Stech Ferek

The Environmental Protection Agency on Monday moved to restore a federal determination that allowed it to

regulate mercury, lead and other toxic metals from coal-fired and oil-fired power plants.

Under the Obama administration, the EPA said it had the authority to regulate emissions of mercury and other
toxic metals from power plant emissions under the Clean Air Act as long as EPA officials determined it was

“appropriate and necessary.”

In 2020, the Trump administration withdrew that determination, saying that regulators made errors when
calculating the costs and benefits of the rules. That revocation led a coal producer to ask the U.S. Court of
Appeals for District of Columbia Circuit to eliminate the regulations that Obama-era officials had relied on to

regulate air pollutants.

In reinstating the policy, the EPA said that controlling toxic emissions reduces cancer risks and
neurodevelopmental delays in children.

Scoops, analysis and insights driving Washington from the WSJ's D.C. bureau.

“Sound science makes it clear that we need to limit mercury and toxins in the air to protect children and
vulnerable communities from dangerous pollution,” said EPA Administrator Michael Regan.

The Wall Street Journal reported last week that the EPA was moving to toughen rules on power plants as part of
President Biden’s efforts to curb greenhouse-gas emissions blamed for climate change.

Monday’s proposal, if enacted, would mark a setback for coal miner Westmoreland Mining Holdings LLC,
which had asked the court to get rid of regulations that require operators of the country’s coal- and oil-burning

power plants to cut emissions, including by installing filtration equipment that strained the pollutants from the

air. A judge has yet to rule on that request.

Public-health and environmental groups said the existing regulations, which set an April 2015 compliance
deadline for operators, have been effective at cutting air pollutants emissions. Mercury emissions from power

plants dropped by 86% in 2017 compared with 2010 levels, according to an EPA estimate.
Before the regulations, power plants ranked as the largest domestic source of mercury, the agency said.

Mercury, arsenic and other toxic metals are released into the air from power plant smokestacks and make their
way into U.S. waterways and to the food chain, leading to fish consumption advisories. They are linked to brain

developmental problems in infants and cancer.
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Federal law requires regulators who make rules under the Clean Air Act to first determine that the protections
are appropriate and necessary. They first made that determination related to coal-fired and oil-fired power plants
in 2000, then reaffirmed it as the 2012 regulations were released.

A year ago, Mr. Biden ordered EPA officials to review the Trump administration’s revocation related to the
mercury emissions rules, known as the Mercury and Air Toxics Standards. EPA officials will take comments

for 60 days on Monday’s proposal.
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Message

From: Gibson, Neshawne [Gibson.Neshawne@epa.gov]
Sent: 9/15/2021 9:44:01 PM

To: Gibson, Neshawne [Gibson.Neshawne@epa.gov]
Subject: Administrator's Weekly Report for 9/15/21

Attachments: Administrator Weekly Report 9.15.21 FINAL.pdf; Administrator Weekly Report 9.15.21 FINAL.docx

Hello Administrator Regan and colleagues,

Attached, please find the Administrator’s Weekly Report (in both PDF and Word), which includes programs and

regional office updates for the week ending September 15, 2021.

Sincerely,

Neshawne Gibson

Office of the Administrator

US Environmental Protection Agency
Phone: (202) 566-1957

Mobile: (202) 603-7617
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Appointment

From: Nishida, Jane [Nishida.Jane@epa.gov]
Sent: 11/24/2021 8:15:36 PM
To: Nishida, Jane [Nishida.Jane@epa.gov]; Freedhoff, Michal [Freedhoff.Michal@epa.gov]; Goffman, Joseph

[Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; Waterhouse, Carlton [Waterhouse.Carlton@epa.gov]; Frey, Christopher
[Frey.Christopher@epa.gov]; Cascio, Wayne [Cascio.Wayne@epa.gov]; Carbonell, Tomas

[Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov]; Prieto, Jeffrey [Prieto.Jeffrey @epa.gov]; Hoffer, Melissa [Hoffer.Melissa@epa.gov];
Bermudez, Navis [Bermudez.Navis@epa.gov]; Breen, Barry [Breen.Barry@epa.gov]; Fox, Radhika
[Fox.Radhika@epa.gov]

CC: Arroyo, Victoria [Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov]; Hoskinson, Carolyn [Hoskinson.Carolyn@epa.gov]; Aimodovar, Paul
[Almodovar.Paul@epa.gov]; Lowrey, Daniel [Lowrey.Daniel@epa.gov]; Kasman, Mark [kasman.mark@epa.gov];
Kovner, Karissa [Kovner.Karissa@epa.gov]; Keating, Terry [Keating.Terry@epa.gov]; Berns, Anne
[Berns.Anne@epa.gov]; Hilosky, Nick [Hilosky.Nick@epa.gov]; Brooks, Becky [Brooks.Becky@epa.gov]; Goldberg,
Ruby [Goldberg.Ruby@epa.gov]; Sims, JaniceHQ [Sims.JaniceHQ®@epa.gov]; Civic, Melanne
[Civic.Melanne@epa.gov]; Crossiand, Andy [Crossland.Andy@epa.gov]; Ankrah, Rodges [Ankrah.Rodges@epa.gov];
Marzouk, Evonne [Marzouk.Evonne@epa.gov]; Vauter, Ben [Vauter.Ben@epa.gov]; Finman, Hodayah
[Finman.Hodayah@epa.gov]; Kirkland, Kim [Kirkland.Kim@epa.gov]; Adrian, Stephanie [Adrian.Stephanie@epa.gov];
Yohannes, Lia [yohannes.lia@epa.gov]; Hackel, Angela [Hackel.Angela@epa.gov]; Adkins, Jocelyn
[Adkins.Jocelyn@epa.gov]; Ferland, Henry [Ferland.Henry@epa.gov]; Anderson, Lydia [Anderson.Lydia@epa.gov]

Subject: AA Level Coordination Meeting on Minamata Convention on Mercury

Attachments: Agenda for AA-Level Briefing 12-14-21.docx; Mercury Briefing Background Paper.docx; EPA Accredited Delegates to
COP 4-1.docx

Location: Microsoft Teams Meeting

Start: 1/6/2022 6:00:00 PM

End: 1/6/2022 7:00:00 PM

Show Time As: Busy

Regquired Nishida, Jane; Freedhoff, Michal; Goffman, Joseph; Waterhouse, Carlton; Breen, Barry; Fox, Radhika; Frey,
Attendees: Christopher; Cascio, Wayne; Carbonell, Tomas; Prieto, Jeffrey; Hoffer, Melissa; Bermudez, Navis
Optional Arroyo, Victoria; Hoskinson, Carolyn; Almodovar, Paul; lowrey.daniel@epa.gov; Mark Kasman; Kovner, Karissa;

Attendees: Keating, Terry; Berns, Anne; Hilosky, Nick; Brooks, Becky; Goldberg, Ruby; Sims, JaniceHQ; Civic, Melanne; Crossland,
Andy; Ankrah, Rodges; Marzouk, Evonne; Vauter, Ben; Hodayah Finman; Kirkland, Kim; Adrian, Stephanie; Lia
Yohannes; Hackel, Angela; Jocelyn Adkins (Adkins.Jocelyn@epa.gov}); Ferland, Henry; Anderson, Lydia

keeting materials are attached. Contact Martin Dieu with questions.

Microsoft Teams meeting

Join on your computer or mobile app
Click here 1o join the mestin

Or call in {audio only)
i Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i United States, Washington DC

PhOI’Ee Cﬂnference ED E Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i
Findalocalnumber | Besst PIN
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By participating in EPA hosted virtual meetings and events, you are consenting to abide by the agency's terms of
use. In addition, you acknowledge that content you post may be collected and used in support of FOIA and

eDiscovery activities.

Learn Mors | Meeting options
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Message

From: Sims, JaniceHQ [Sims.JaniceHQ@epa.gov]

Sent: 1/6/2022 5:57:59 PM

To: Nishida, Jane [Nishida.Jane@epa.gov]; Freedhoff, Michal [Freedhoff.Michal@epa.gov]; Goffman, Joseph
[Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; Waterhouse, Carlton [Waterhouse.Carlton@epa.gov]; Breen, Barry
[Breen.Barry@epa.gov]; Frey, Christopher [Frey.Christopher@epa.gov]; Cascio, Wayne [Cascio.Wayne@epa.gov];
Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov]; Prieto, Jeffrey [Prieto.Jeffrey@epa.gov]; Hoffer, Melissa
[Hoffer.Melissa@epa.gov]; Arroyo, Victoria [Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov]; Hoskinson, Carolyn
[Hoskinson.Carolyn@epa.gov]; Aimodovar, Paul [Almodovar.Paul@epa.gov]; Kasman, Mark
[Kasman.Mark@epa.gov]; Kovner, Karissa [Kovner.Karissa@epa.gov]; Keating, Terry [Keating.Terry@epa.gov]; Berns,
Anne [Berns.Anne@epa.gov]; Hilosky, Nick [Hilosky.Nick@epa.gov]; Brooks, Becky [Brooks.Becky@epa.govi;
Goldberg, Ruby [Goldberg.Ruby@epa.gov]; Civic, Melanne [Civic.Melanne@epa.gov]; Crossland, Andy
[Crossland.Andy@epa.gov]; Ankrah, Rodges [Ankrah.Rodges@epa.gov]; Marzouk, Evonne
[Marzouk.Evonne@epa.gov]; Vauter, Ben [Vauter.Ben@epa.gov]; Finman, Hodayah [Finman.Hodayah@epa.gov];
Lowrey, Daniel [Lowrey.Daniel@epa.gov]; Kirkland, Kim [Kirkiand.Kim@epa.gov]; Adrian, Stephanie
[Adrian.Stephanie@epa.gov]; Fox, Radhika [Fox.Radhika@epa.gov]

. Roll Call
. Scene Setting: Mercury and Administration Priorities (OITA)
. Minamata Convention Overview (OITA)

. COP 4.2 Preparations

o Delegation (OITA)

o Mercury Products, Processes and Customs Codes (OCSPP)
o Mercury Releases (OLEM)

o Mercury Waste (OLEM)

o Effectiveness Evaluation (OITA)

o Reporting (OITA)

EPA Coordination Moving Forward (All)

Next Steps
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Message

From: Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]
Sent: 10/9/2021 1:09:03 AM

To: Niebling, William [Niebling.William@epa.gov]

CC: McCabe, Janet [McCabe.Janet@epa.gov]

Subject: Re: OAR Comms Outlook

Attachments: OAR Comms Cutlook 10.8.21.docx

And by that | hope you meant that you read the whole section all the way to the punchline...

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 8, 2021, at 9:02 PM, Niebling, William <Niebling.William@epa.gov> wrote:

You two will not be surprised that | most closely read the blurb for this one:
Denial of Petition for Reconsideration of PSD and non-attainment NSR - Project Emissions Accounting

From: Deluca, Isabel <Deluca.lsabel@epa.gov>

Sent: Friday, October 8, 2021 11:12 AM

To: Adhar, Radha <Adhar.Radha@epa.gov>; Ashley, Jackie <Ashley.Jackie@epa.gov>; Birgfeld, Erin
<Birgfeld.Erin@epa.gov>; Bowles, Jack <Bowles.Jack@epa.gov>; Boylan, Thomas <boylan.thomas@epa.gov>; Campbell,
Ann <Campbell. Ann@epa.gov>; Carroll, Timothy <Carroll.Timothy@epa.gov>; Cassady, Alison
<Cassady.Alison@epa.gov>; Conger, Nick <Conger.Nick@epa.gov>; Cortelyou-Lee, Jan <Cortelyou-Lee.Jan@epa.gov>;
Davis, Alison <Davis.Alison@epa.gov>; Dolan, Emily <Dolan.Emily@epa.gov>; Drinkard, Andrea
<Drinkard.Andrea@epa.gov>; Enobakhare, Rosemary <Enobakhare.Rosemary@epa.gov>; Graf, Michelle
<Graf.Michelle@epa.gov>; Grantham, Nancy <Grantham.Nancy@epa.gov>; Hackel, Angela <Hackel.Angela@epa.gov>;
Haman, Patricia <Haman.Patricia@epa.gov>; Hamilton, Lindsay <Hamilton.Lindsay@epa.gov>; Jones, Enesta
<Jones.Enesta@epa.gov>; Katims, Casey <Katims.Casey@epa.gov>; LaCount, Melanie <LaCount.Melanie@epa.gov>;
Lau, Patrick <Lau.Patrick@epa.gov>; Laverdiere, Maria <Laverdiere.Maria@epa.gov>; Levy, Maxwell
<Levy.Maxwell@epa.gov>; Lewis, Josh <Lewis.Josh@epa.gov>; Lucey, John <Lucey.John.D@epa.gov>; Michalos, Maria
<Michalos.Maria@epa.gov>; Millett, John <Millett.John@epa.gov>; Niebling, William <Niebling.William@epa.gov>;
Noonan, Jenny <Noonan.Jenny@epa.gov>; Richardson, RobinH <Richardson.RobinH@epa.gov>; Stevens, Katherine
<stevens.katherine@epa.gov>; Thundiyil, Karen <Thundiyil.Karen@epa.gov>; Vohr, Jill <Vohr.Jill@epa.gov>

Subject: OAR Comms Outlook

Hi all,
Attached is our latest Outlook for upcoming OAR actions. Please let us know if you have any questions!

Thanks,
Isabel

Deputy Communications Director
Office of Air and Radiation, US EPA
x 202-343-9247
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Appointment

From: Nishida, Jane [Nishida.Jane@epa.gov]
Sent: 11/24/2021 8:15:36 PM
To: Nishida, Jane [Nishida.Jane@epa.gov]; Freedhoff, Michal [Freedhoff.Michal@epa.gov]; Goffman, Joseph

[Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]; Waterhouse, Carlton [Waterhouse.Carlton@epa.gov]; Breen, Barry
[Breen.Barry@epa.gov]; Frey, Christopher [Frey.Christopher@epa.gov]; Cascio, Wayne [Cascio.Wayne@epa.gov];
Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov]; Prieto, Jeffrey [Prieto.Jeffrey@epa.gov]; Hoffer, Melissa
[Hoffer.Melissa@epa.gov]

CC: Arroyo, Victoria [Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov]; Hoskinson, Carolyn [Hoskinson.Carolyn@epa.gov]; Almodovar, Paul
[Almodovar.Paul@epa.gov]; Lowrey, Daniel [Lowrey.Daniel@epa.gov]; Kasman, Mark [kasman.mark@epa.gov];
Kovner, Karissa [Kovner.Karissa@epa.gov]; Keating, Terry [Keating.Terry@epa.gov]; Berns, Anne
[Berns.Anne@epa.gov]; Hilosky, Nick [Hilosky.Nick@epa.gov]; Brooks, Becky [Brooks.Becky@epa.gov]; Goldberg,
Ruby [Goldberg.Ruby@epa.gov]; Sims, JaniceHQ [Sims.JaniceHQ®@epa.gov]; Civic, Melanne
[Civic.Melanne@epa.gov]; Crossland, Andy [Crossland.Andy@epa.gov]; Ankrah, Rodges [Ankrah.Rodges@epa.gov];
Marzouk, Evonne [Marzouk.Evonne@epa.gov]; Vauter, Ben [Vauter.Ben@epa.gov]; Finman, Hodayah
[Finman.Hodayah@epa.gov]

Subject: AA Level Coordination Meeting on Minamata Convention on Mercury
Location: Microsoft Teams Meeting

Start: 1/6/2022 6:00:00 PM

End: 1/6/2022 7:00:00 PM

Show Time As: Busy

Required Freedhoff, Michal; Goffman, Joseph; Waterhouse, Carlton; Breen, Barry; Frey, Christopher; Cascio, Wayne;
Attendees: Carbonell, Tomas; Prieto, Jeffrey; Hoffer, Melissa
Optional Arroyo, Victoria; Hoskinson, Carolyn; Almodovar, Paul; lowrey.daniel@epa.gov; Mark Kasman; Karissa Kovner;

Attendees: Keating, Terry; Berns, Anne; Hilosky, Nick; Brooks, Becky; Goldberg, Ruby; Sims, JaniceHQ; Civic, Melanne; Crossland,
Andy; Rodges Ankrah; Evonne Marzouk; Vauter, Ben; Hodayah Finman

Meeting materials to follow. Contact Martin Dieu with questions.

Microsoft Teams meeting

Join on your computer or mobile app
Click here to ioin the meetin

Cr call in {audio only)
E Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i United States, Washington DC

Phene Conference ED:I Ex. 6 Personal Privacy {PP) E
Find 2 local number | Resst PIN

By participating in EPA hosted virtual meetings and events, you are consenting to abide by the agency's terms of
use. In addition, you acknowledge that content you post may be collected and used in support of FOIA and
eDiscovery activities.

Learn More | Mesting ontions
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Message

From: Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov [Goffman.Joseph@epa.gov]
Sent: 9/16/2021 11:02:51 PM

To: Arroyo, Victoria [Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov]

CC: Utech, Dan [Utech.Dan@epa.gov]

Subject: Re: MATS near closure

Chris Hoagland told me this AM that CPO “wants to run a couple of traps” before the rule is released and that
we’re looking at early next week pending the trap-running.

Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 16, 2021, at 6:39 PM, Arroyo, Victoria <Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov> wrote:

Hi Joe and Dan —let me know if there’s something | should do on this timing question please. Thanks!
Vicki

From: Schillo, Bruce <Schillo.Bruce@epa.gov>
Sent: Thursday, September 16, 2021 6:36 PM
To: Arroyo, Victoria <Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov>
Cc: Curry, Bridgid <Curry.Bridgid@epa.gov>
Subject: MATS near closure

OMB sent suggested revisions to the Cost Memo that they had discussed with OAR yesterday.

Vlad noted the following in his e-mail:

Provided you are okay with this suggested edit, we should be able to conclude our review rather quickly. I should also
point out that I understand that there policy-level conversations taking place right now regarding the timing of roll-out so
we could discuss whether there is a preference for exactly when OMB concludes its review. If, however, you have
concerns with the text being copied in from the preamble, please let me know and we can discuss the path forward.

ED_006533_00002067-00001
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Message

From: Carbonell, Tomas [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=15EC2A6AD2934C669F6A675E7CF4961B-CARBONELL,]

Sent: 10/20/2021 9:07:56 PM

To: Campbell, Ann [Campbell. Ann@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: For Review: OIRA passback 2 of Reg Agenda & Reg Plan

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Tomas

From: Campbell, Ann <Campbell. Ann@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, October 20, 2021 5:06 PM

To: Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: For Review: OIRA passback 2 of Reg Agenda & Reg Plan

I'm not sure who the edit came from but my guess is us. | will propose the edit you suggest below. Thank you for your
quick review.

Ann (Campbell) Ferrio

Chief of Staff

EPA/Office of Air and Radiation
Office: 202 566 1370

From: Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell Tomas@ena.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, October 20, 2021 5:04 PM

To: Campbell, Ann <Campbsil. dnn@epa.gow>

Subject: RE: For Review: OIRA passback 2 of Reg Agenda & Reg Plan

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

From: Campbell, Ann <Campbell. Anni@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, October 20, 2021 4:48 PM

To: Carbonell, Tomas <Carhonell Tomasi@epa,.gov>

Subject: For Review: OIRA passback 2 of Reg Agenda & Reg Plan

Tomas — before signing off on the latest iteration of comments to the reg plan | wanted to be sure you are
comfortable with the removal of the language below. Thanks!

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Ann (Campbell) Ferrio

Chief of Staff

EPA/Office of Air and Radiation
Office: 202 566 1370

From: Olson, Heather <Jison. Heather@epa.pov>

Sent: Wednesday, October 20, 2021 3:33 PM

To: Campbell, Ann <Camphell Ann@epa.zov>

Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan <Lubetsky Jonathan@eps gov>; Hooper, Daniel <hooper.daniel®@epa.gov>; Farrar, Wanda
<farrarawanda®@epa.pov>; Kim, Eunjung <Kim Eundepa.gov>

Subject: For Review: OIRA passback 2 of Reg Agenda & Reg Plan

Good afternoon Ann,

Find below the reg plan and reg agenda that we will be submitting back to OP today. It looks like we didn’t have too
many substantive changes so I’'m hoping this is more of an FY|, but let me know if there are any issues that jump out at
you.

Below are the changes that | am seeing that we made this round:

In the Reg Plan: E%@ Draft Redline EPA Plan - follow-up comments.docx

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

In the Reg Agenda: E@ Draft Redline EPA Agenda Entries - follow-up comments.docx

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Please let me know if you have any questions.

ED_006533A_00002548-00002
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Kind regards,
Heather

From: Muellerleile, Caryn <Muellerleile.Caryvni@ena.gov>
Subject: OIRA passback 2 of Reg Agenda & Reg Plan
importance: High

Greetings,

Listed below are what | believe to be all of OIRA’s new edits in the attached passback 2 of EPA’s plan and agenda. By
Wed, Oct. 20, please respond to these edits for each program, and ONLY SHOWSTOPPER additional edits. Please denote
your edits or responses with highlighted “EPA new” or something to assist me in recognizing your program’s 2™ round
edits.

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

OAR:

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

ED_006533A_00002548-00003
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Caryn Muellerleile

Regulatory Management Division
Office of Policy

US Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Ave NW (1803A)
Washington, DC 20460

(202) 564-2855
muelerieile.carnm@epa.gov
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Message

From: Carbonell, Tomas [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=15EC2A6AD2934C669F6A675E7CF4961B-CARBONELL,]

Sent: 10/12/2021 6:30:23 PM

To: Cassady, Alison [Cassady.Alison@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: Can you share this PowerPoint w me?

Attachments: Administrator briefing 10-12.pptx

Hi Alison, sure thing - here it is

————— original Message-----

From: Cassady, Alison <Cassady.Alison@epa.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, October 12, 2021 2:28 PM

To: Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov>
Subject: Can you share this PowerPoint w me?

Alison L. cCassady

E Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) :

ED_006533A_00002556-00001
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Message

From: Carbonell, Tomas [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=15EC2A6AD2934C669F6A675E7CF4961B-CARBONELL,]
Sent: 12/9/2021 1:19:57 AM

To: Deluca, Isabel [Deluca.lsabel@epa.gov]

cC: Kim, Eunjung [Kim.Eun@epa.gov]; Kabanda, Thierry [Kabanda.Thierry@epa.gov]; Millett, John
[Millett.John@epa.gov]; Campbell, Ann [Campbell. Ann@epa.gov]

Subject: Re: Environmental Justice Meeting Request

Attachments: 12.9.21 Vinyl Institute Carbonell.docx

Thanks Isabel. What time is this now scheduled to take place?

Sent from my iPhone

On Dec 8, 2021, at 7:05 PM, Deluca, Isabel <Deluca.lsabel@epa.gov> wrote:

Hi Tomas,

Since the Vinyl institute has asked to hear about EPA’s climate work, attached is a compilation of our key talkers on
recent OAR climate activities. It's probably just over 10 minutes, so feel free to cut. I've asked OAQPS if they can provide
any background on OAR regs that affect this group, in case you get questions during Q&A, but given that this came up
quickly, I may not get anything from them until tomorrow morning.

Thanks,
Isabel

From: Kim, Eunjung <Kim.Eun@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, December 8, 2021 12:32 PM

To: Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov>; Kabanda, Thierry <Kabanda.Thierry@epa.gov>
Cc: Deluca, Isabel <Deluca.lsabel@epa.gov>; Millett, John <Millett.John@epa.gov>; Campbell, Ann
<Campbell.Ann@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: Environmental Justice Meeting Request

Hey Tomas,

| wanted to follow up with you on the invitation from the Vinyl Institute for a meet and greet meeting. Below is the
proposed agenda. With OW and OLEM speakers joining as well, you will only need to participate for 30 minutes with you
only needing to speak for ~10 minutes. Of the topics they have asked to cover, the only OAR item is carbon reduction. |
know Isabel has already started to assemble some TPs.

We are working on finalizing a time for this meeting and have offered them 3:30-4 p.m. or 4:30-5 p.m. tomorrow and
will let you know once that’s confirmed.

Thierry — would you mind putting in holds for Tomas for the 2 times blocks for now? | will follow up on what time block
we end up at.

Please let me know if you have any questions.
Thanks!
Eunjung Kim

Special Assistant
Office of Air and Radiation
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Environmental Protection Agency
(202) 815-7252

From: Joseph, Dominique <}osaph.Dominigue@epa, gov>

Sent: Wednesday, December 8, 2021 11:52 AM

To: Kim, Eunjung <¥im.Euniffepa. gov>

Cc: Levy, Maxwell <Levy. Maxwell@epa gov>; Millett, John <Milleit John@epa.gov>; Deluca, Isabel
<Deluca.lsabel@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Environmental Justice Meeting Request

Eunjung,

We’'re still hoping to include a senior staff member from OW and OLEM to discuss water infrastructure and
sustainability/recycling, respectively, but | spoke with the organizer and if Tomas is only able to attend and speak to
carbon reduction, that’s fine too. The meeting format is informal (no formal remarks are required) and | don’t anticipate
it will be any longer than 1 hour (with 3 EPA participants; 30 minutes with just Tomas).

I've noted Tomas’ availability of 3:30-4 p.m. or 4:30-5 p.m. tomorrow and shared that with OW and OLEM for
consideration.

Here's a draft agenda should we have all 3 EPA participants:

] Intro of Executive Committee members — 5 mins
® Brief overview of the committee and the objectives of the meeting — 10 mins
® EPA introductions and brief overview of EPA priorities/recent actions regarding carbon reduction, water

infrastructure, and sustainability/recycling; discussion with committee members — 30-40 mins *we could probably have
Tomas brief first depending on the time in case he needs to hop off*
] Conclusion — 5 mins

Please let me know if you have any additional questions. As soon as | hear back from OW and OLEM on their
participation, I'll let you know.

Thanks,

Dominique

Dgvdandigaies Josepde (s o i
Senior Communications Advisor

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202-805-3635 (cell)

202-564-1767 (office)

esenh dominiquef@ena. oy
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Message

From: Carbonell, Tomas [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=15EC2A6AD2934C669F6A675E7CF4961B-CARBONELL,]

Sent: 9/27/2021 3:50:43 PM

To: Alejandra Nunez (Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov) [Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov]

Subject: FW: Program and Regional Climate Adaptation Implementation Plans

Attachments: Draft Instructions for Preparing Implementation Plans - Sept 21, 2021.docx; EPA Climate Adaptation Plan - With
Watermark - PDF Version.pdf

Hi Ale, wanted to make sure you saw this note from Vicki last week about the adaptation “implementation planning”
process — also says that the action plan we saw last month is supposed to be released imminently

From: Arroyo, Victoria <Arroyo.Victoria@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 4:57 PM

To: Leadership_Deputy Regional_Administrators <Leadership_Deputy Regional Administrators@epa.gov>;
Leadership_Deputy_Assistant_Administrators <Leadership_Deputy_Assistant_ Administrators@epa.gov>

Cc¢: Wooden-Aguilar, Helena <Wooden-Aguilar.Helena@epa.gov>; Scheraga, Joel <Scheraga.loel@epa.gov>; Lewis, Josh
<Lewis.losh@epa.gov>

Subject: Program and Regional Climate Adaptation Implementation Plans

Dear Colleagues,

I am writing to follow up on my mention at yesterday’s Senior Staff meeting and our July 22 discussion about
the next steps EPA will be taking on climate change adaptation.

As we discussed in July, one key action the agency has committed to is the development of updated Climate
Change Adaptation Implementation Plans by all EPA Program and Regional Offices by the end of FY22. This
commitment reflects a directive from Administrator Regan in his Policy Statement on Climate Change
Adaptation and is captured in both the 2021 Climate Adaptation Action Plan and Objective 1.2 of the EPA
Strategic Plan. | Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Vicki Arroyo, Associate Administrator, Office of Policy
Helena Wooden-Aguilar, Deputy Administrator, Office of Policy

Cross-EPA Work Group on Climate Adaptation

September 21, 2021

BOLD = primary contacts

Office of the Administrator (AQO)

Office of Air and Radiation (OAR):

Office of the Chief Financial Officer
(OCFO):

Office of Children’s Health Protection
(OCHP)

Office of the Congressional and
Intergovernmental Relations (OCIR)

Office of Chemical Safety and Pollution
Prevention (OCSPP)

Office of Enforcement and Compliance
Assurance (OECA)

Office of General Council (OGC)

Office of Homeland Security
(OHS)

Alva Daniels
Venus Welch-White

Lauren Gentile
Jeremy Martinich
Michael Kolian
Wyatt Boyd
Aaron Kocian
Linda Hicklin
Judy Lieberman
Michelle Mandolia

Martha Berger
Jack Bowles

Jeff Dawson (St. Science Advisor to AA)
Sara Kemme
Anna Lowit

Caroline Emmerson

Elisabeth Freed (Office of Site Remediation Enforcement)
Kristin Buterbaugh

Gary Jonesi

Tessa Berman

Justin Wright

Nathaniel Folkemer

Amy Porter

Eleanor Garretson
Daniel Schramm
Tom Marshall

John Ferris
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Office of International and Tribal Affairs Felicia Wright (Tribal Issue
Anthony Socci (International Issues)

Luke Jones
Office of Land and Emergency Ruby Goldberg (Special Assistant)
Management Ann Carroll (Brownfields & Land Revitalization)

Carlos Pachon (Superfund)
Meaghan Bresnahan

Lora Strine

Aaron Bell

Kathleen Raffaele

Ifeyinwa Davis

Office of Mission Support (OMS) Dan Amon
Denise Clarke
Jennifer Cranford
RobertA Gray

Office of Policy (OP) Ken Munis (NCEE)
Viccy Salazar
Brent Efron (10)
Surabhi Shah (OCR)
Megan Susman (OCR)
Abby Hall (OCR)
Victoria Robinson (OEJ)
Jasmin Muriel (EOJ)
Rebecca Huff (OEJ)
Theresa Goedeke (OEJ/NOAA)
Christopher Yesman (OFA)
Susan Paret (OFA)
Elise Owen (10)
Tasneem Islam (ORISE)

Office of Public Affairs Enesta Jones

Office of Research and Development (ORD) Andy Miller
Susan Julius
Sarah Mazur
Pai-Yei Whung
Megan Fleming

Office of Water (OW) Sandra Connors
Mindy Eisenberg
Stephanie Santell

Lead Region Coordinator through FY21 Paul Amato (R9)

Lead Region Coordinator FY22-23 Margo Young (R10)

Region 1: Cynthia Greene
Emily Bolger
Charlotte Gray

Region 2 Joseph Siegel

Juan Gutierrez
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Region 3 Matthew Konfirst

Region 4 Daphne Wilson (Lead for EJ issues)
Katy Pugh (Lead for tribal issues)
Robert Burns (Lead for Sea Level Rise)
Erica Jones (Backup for EJ issues)
Larry Lamberth (Backup for EJ issues)
Eve Zimmerman (Backup for tribal issues)
Ken Mitchell (Backup for Sea Level Rise)
Molly Martin (Backup for Sea Level Rise)

Region § Kate Balasa
Melissa Hulting
Region 6 Claudia Hosch

Salvador Gandara
Patricia A. Taylor

Region 7 Katherine Howard (Lead and Sustainability Advisor in
RA’s Office)

Region 8 Kerri Fiedler
Rebecca Geyer

Region 9 Suzanne Marr
Ray Saracino
Dana Maytield
Region 10 Tim Hamlin
Michelle Mullin
Karl Pepple
Sarah Frederick
Michelle Davis
Jose Garcia (intern)
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Appointment

From: Carbonell, Tomas [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=15ec2a6ad2934c669f6a675e7cf4961b-Carbonell,]

Sent: 1/3/2022 3:30:21 PM

To: Nishida, Jane [Nishida.Jane@epa.gov]

Subject: Accepted: AA Level Coordination Meeting on Minamata Convention on Mercury

Location: Microsoft Teams Meeting

Start: 1/6/2022 6:00:00 PM

End: 1/6/2022 7:00:00 PM

Show Time As: Busy
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Message

From: Carbonell, Tomas [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=15EC2A6AD2934C669F6A675E7CF4961B-CARBONELL,]
Sent: 1/14/2022 2:56:35 PM

To: Franklin, Pamela [Franklin.Pamela@epa.gov]

CC: Grundler, Christopher [grundler.christopher@epa.gov]; Gunning, Paul [Gunning.Paul@epa.gov]; Ferland, Henry
[Ferland.Henry@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: OITA forging connections with USAID including on methane

Hi Pamela, thank you! The most active folks from USAID when it comes to the methane small group are Andrew Bisson,
Christina Wong, Dorian Mead — it’s great that Karl identified the GMP as a priority and expressed interest in further
collaboration on this. Have a great long weekend!

Tomas

From: Franklin, Pamela <Franklin.Pamela@epa.gov>

Sent: Friday, January 14, 2022 8:26 AM

To: Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov>

Cc: Grundler, Christopher <grundler.christopher@epa.gov>; Gunning, Paul <Gunning.Paul@epa.gov>; Ferland, Henry
<Ferland.Henry@epa.gov>

Subject: OITA forging connections with USAID including on methane

Dear Tomas,
For your awareness, Mark Kasman reached out to me late yesterday afternoon. Apparently Jane was meeting with her

counterpart in USAID and they raised the issues that they thought that they wanted to cooperate with the EPA on, as
well as items that they already were cooperating on. They mentioned that they (USAID) Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Looping in Henry FYR.

Thanks,
Pamela

From: Kasman, Mark <Kasman.Mark@epa.gov>

Sent: Thursday, January 13, 2022 4:40 PM

To: Nishida, Jane <Nishida.Jane@epa.gov>; Karl Fickenscher <kfickenscher@usaid.gov>

Cc: Monica Bansal <mbansal@usaid.gov>; bbray <bbray@usaid.gov>; Ticora Jones <ticjones@usaid.gov>; Sims,
JaniceHQ, <Sims.JaniceHQ@epa.gov>; Horan, Andrew <Horan.Andrew@epa.gov>; Vauter, Ben <Vauter.Ben@epa.gov>;
Barnhart, Megan <barnhart.megan@epa.gov>; Franklin, Pamela <Franklin.Pamela@epa.gov>; Hill-Macon, Cam <Hill-
Macon.Cam@epa.gov>; Lee, Daniel <lee.daniel@epa.gov>; Almodovar, Paul <Almodovar.Paul@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: USAID follow-up on our call this morning.
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Karl,

We are looking forward to following up with Monica, Brandon, Ticora, and you on the issues we discussed yesterday, as
well as a potential future joint mission between Administrators Regan and Power.

As promised, below are EPA point of contacts for each of the topics raised.

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

We look forward to engaging over the coming days so we can report back to you and Jane on our progress in a timely
fashion.

Best regards, Mark

Mark S. Kasman

Director

Office of International Affairs

Office of International and Tribal Affairs
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1300 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20460
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Tel: (202)564-2024

From: Nishida, Jane <Nishida.Jane@epa.gov>

Sent: Thursday, January 13, 2022 9:50 AM

To: Karl Fickenscher <kfickenscher@usaid.gov>

Cc: Kasman, Mark <Kasman.Mark@ epa.gov>; Monica Bansal <mbansal@usaid.gov>; bbray <bbray@usaid.gov>; Ticora
Jones <ticjones@usaid.gov>

Subject: RE: USAID follow-up on our call this morning.

Karl,

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Best regards,

Jane

Jane Nishida

Assistant Administrator

Office for internationai and Tribai Affairs
US Environmental Protection Agency

From: Karl Fickenscher <kfickenscher@usaid.gov>

Sent: Thursday, January 13, 2022 8:00 AM

To: Nishida, Jane <Nishida.Jane@epa.gov>

Cc: Kasman, Mark <Kasman.Mark@ epa.gov>; Monica Bansal <mbansal@usaid.gov>; bbray <bbray@usaid.gov>; Ticora
Jones <ticjones@usaid.gov>

Subject: USAID follow-up on our call this morning.

Dear Jane,
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Very best regards,

Karl Fickenscher (nemim)
LUSAID {Acting) Assistant Administrator,

Bureau for Development, Democracy, and Innovation (DDI)
{Office} +1-202-712-1785 | (Mobile} +1-202-281-0688 | kfickenscher@usaid.gov
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Message

From: Macedonia, Jennifer [Macedonia.Jennifer@epa.gov]

Sent: 9/28/2021 2:23:37 AM

To: Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov]; Nunez, Alejandra [Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov]
Subject: Fwd: DOE report on hydrogen

Attachments: [IPHE H2PA TF Analysis Methodology for limited distribution DRAFT 9 27 21.pdf

The Draft DOE report that came up on the call today.

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Satyapal, Sunita" <sunita.satyapal@ee.doe.gov>
Date: September 27, 2021 at 9:28:51 PM EDT

To: "Macedonia, Jennifer" <Macedonia.Jennifer@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: DOE report on hydrogen

Here is the draft but please note it is still a DRAFT and we have not yet reviewed thoroughly or cleared it.

There were probably 8 or 10 different EPA people my staff have been talking to re. hydrogen and | will have to
get all their names tomorrow.

We can also include mention of EPA if you would like to have your folks review. ANL and the GREET experts
were the main technical people involved. There are multiple countries also reviewing and editing
simultaneously.

From: Macedonia, Jennifer <Macedonia.lennifer@epa.gov>
Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 9:18 PM

To: Satyapal, Sunita <sunita.satyapal@ee.doe.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: DOE report on hydrogen

Yes, thank you. Do you mind if | ask who you discussed with at EPA?

Thanks,
Jennifer

On Sep 27, 2021, at 7:57 PM, Satyapal, Sunita <sunita.satyapai@es.dog.gov> wrote:

Hi Jennifer
Will send but note is is just H2 production step and still draft.

We had a couple of meetings with EPA technical meetings over the last few months.
| would also be happy to discuss separately with you.
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Sunita

From: "Macedonia, Jennifer" <MacedoniaJennifer@epa.pov>
Sent: Sep 27, 2021 7:06 PM

To: "Satyapal, Sunita” <sunita.satyepal@ee doe.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] DOE report on hydrogen

Sunita — would you please send the report you mentioned today on hydrogen?

Thank you,
Jennifer

Jennifer Macedonia (she/her)
Deputy Associate Administrator for Pohicy
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

202-564-1917
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This message does not originate from a known Department of Energy email system.
Use caution if this message contains attachments, links or requests for information.
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This message does not originate from a known Department of Energy email system.
Use caution if this message contains attachments, links or requests for information.
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Message

From: Ferland, Henry [Ferland.Henry@epa.gov]

Sent: 10/18/2021 2:52:08 PM

To: Kasman, Mark [Kasman.Mark@epa.gov]

CC: Shoaff, John [Shoaff.John@epa.gov]; Huber, Patrick [Huber.Patrick@epa.gov]; Aimodovar, Lisa

[Almodovar.Lisa@epa.gov]; Finman, Hodayah [Finman.Hodayah@epa.gov]; Hill-Macon, Cam [Hill-
Macon.Cam@epa.gov]; Ferrante, Joe [Ferrante.Joe@epa.gov]; Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov];
Nunez, Alejandra [Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov]; Buckley, Katherine [Buckley.Katherine@epa.gov]; Graff, Michelle
[graff.michelle@epa.gov]; Lau, Patrick [Lau.Patrick@epa.gov]; Hockstad, Leif [Hockstad.Leif@epa.gov]; Schmeltz,
Rachel [Schmeltz.Rachel@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: OAR Talking Points for Cop26 Bilateral Meetings

Attachments: Clean Copy - EPA Climate Change Talking Points OAR for COP26 Bilats-10-14-21.docx

Hey Mark:

Please find attached a clean copy of all the talking points (and background for talkers) to use for any/all AO bilats at the
COP26. This reflects input from all OAR offices and has been shared to our |0 too. We may have a tiny tweak or two but
think this is pretty much good to use at this point.

Let me know if folks have any questions.
Best,

H

HENRY FERLAND | INTERNATIONAL COORDINATOR
U.S. EPA OFFICE OF AIR & RADIATION

Ferland Henrv@epa.gov | 1-202-343-9330

From: Kasman, Mark <Kasman.Mark@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, October 12, 2021 4:59 PM

To: Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov>; Nunez, Alejandra <Nunez.Alejandra@epa.gov>

Cc: Shoaff, John <Shoaff.John@epa.gov>; Ferland, Henry <Ferland.Henry@epa.gov>; Huber, Patrick
<Huber.Patrick@epa.gov>; Almodovar, Lisa <Almodovar.Lisa@epa.gov>; Finman, Hodayah
<Finman.Hodayah@epa.gov>; Hill-Macon, Cam <Hill-Macon.Cam@epa.gov>; Ferrante, Joe <Ferrante.Joe@epa.gov>
Subject: OAR Talking Points for Cop26 Bilateral Meetings

Tomas/Ale,
OlA is in the process of preparing bilateral briefing papers for the Administrator at CO26. We will want to have an OAR

set of talking points in each of the bilaterals which | imagine would touch on outi Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP) :
i Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP) | In addition, SPEC would like us to focus on transparency in reporting for certain
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Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP) iFYI, here are the countries that are currently being looked at for bilateral
meetings. The second set of countries are short briefs in case he bumps into the Ministers along the way.

We are hoping to get the first set of briefing papers done by next Tuesday. Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
; Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP) :

Thank you very much.
Mark

1** set- full bilateral paper

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

2" mini bilateral brief - If you run into

Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)

Mark S. Kasman
Director
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Office of International Affairs

Office of International and Tribal Affairs
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1300 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20460

Tel: (202)564-2024
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Message

From: Hoffer, Melissa [Hoffer.Melissa@epa.gov]

Sent: 1/7/2022 12:04:08 AM

To: Garfinkle, Stacey [garfinkle.stacey@epa.gov]

CC: Srinivasan, Gautam [Srinivasan.Gautam@epa.gov]; Marks, Matthew [Marks.Matthew@epa.gov]; Greenglass, Nora

[Greenglass.Nora@epa.gov]; Hogan, Stephanie [Hogan.Stephanie@epa.gov]; Li, Ryland (Shengzhi)
[Li.Ryland@epa.gov]; Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: WY Proposed SIP Reassessment Denial - Review Requested by COB Today

Attachments: Jim Bridger_PROPOSED RULE_disapproval MAH.docx

Thanks, all. The draft looks terrific. | attach a very few comments, mostly directed to include some additional summary
of our action in Section |, particularly since this will garner much interest from press and pubilic.

Melissa

From: Garfinkle, Stacey <garfinkle.stacey@epa.gov>

Sent: Thursday, January €, 2022 3:43 PM

To: Hoffer, Melissa <Hoffer.Melissa@epa.gov>

Cc: Srinivasan, Gautam <Srinivasan.Gautam@epa.gov>; Marks, Matthew <Marks.Matthew@epa.gov>; Greenglass, Nora
<Greenglass.Nora@epa.gov>; Hogan, Stephanie <Hogan.Stephanie@epa.gov>; Li, Ryland {Shengzhi)
<Li.Ryland@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: WY Proposed SIP Reassessment Denial - Review Requested by COB Today

Hi Melissa,

As a follow up, Region 8 let us know that the draft has completed concurrence review in the region, and is ready to go to
OP, pending your review. If we don’t receive comments from you by this evening, we’ll assume it’s okay for Region 8 to
move the notice forward, so, please let us know if you have any comments, questions, or concerns. Thanks!

Regards,

Stacey

From: Garfinkle, Stacey

Sent: Thursday, January 6, 2022 8:09 AM

To: Hoffer, Melissa <Haffer. Melissa@apa gov>

Cc: Srinivasan, Gautam <Srinivasan.Gautam@epna.gov>; Marks, Matthew <iarks. WMatthew@epa.zov>; Greenglass, Nora
<Greenglass.Nora@epa.gov>; Hogan, Stephanie <Hogan. Stephanie®@epa.gov>; Li, Ryland (Shengzhi)
<LL.Ryland@epa.gov>

Subject: WY Proposed SIP Reassessment Denial - Review Requested by COB Today

Importance: High

Hi Melissa,

Attached, please find the draft notice of proposed disapproval for the Jim Bridger SIP reassessment. Given the timing
constraints, Region 8 is requesting that review be completed by COB today, so that they can get the notice to OP
tomorrow. If you have any questions, please let us know. Thanks!

Regards,

Stacey
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From: Hoffer, Melissa <Hoifer dMelissa@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, January 5, 2022 11:25 PM

To: Garfinkle, Stacey <garfinkle. stacey @epa.gow>

Cc: Srinivasan, Gautam <Srinivasan.Gautam@epa gov>; Marks, Matthew <iarks. Matthew@epa.gov>; Greenglass, Nora
<Greenglass.Nora@epa.govy>; Hogan, Stephanie <Hogan.Stephanie @ epa.gov>; Li, Ryland (Shengzhi)
<LL.Ryland@epa.gov>

Subject: Re: WY Proposed SIP Reassessment Denial Coming Soon

Thank you. | let Vicki know.

Sent from my iPhone

OnJan 5, 2022, at 1:47 PM, Garfinkle, Stacey <garfinkle.stacey@spa, gov> wrote:

Hi Melissa,

It sounds like Region 8 is planning on getting a draft to OP this Friday, 1/7. We're still waiting on the latest clean draft to
share with you, so | expect the timeframe for review will be extremely limited. We’re checking with Region 8 on when
we can expect to receive the clean version, and will send it along as soon as we receive it.

Regards,

Stacey

From: Hoffer, Melissa <Hoffer Melissai@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, January 5, 2022 9:45 AM

To: Garfinkle, Stacey <garfinklie stacey @epa.pov>

Cc: Srinivasan, Gautam <5rinivasan. Gautam @epa.gov>; Marks, Matthew <BAarks Matthew@epa.gov>
Subject: FW: WY Proposed SIP Reassessment Denial Coming Soon

FYI—we should let OP know today when the Region expects to have the draft to OP. Let me know—thanks.

From: Hoffer, Melissa

Sent: Wednesday, January 5, 2022 9:47 AM

To: Arroyo, Victoria <Arrsve Victoriaf@epa.goy>

Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Goffiman doseph@ ena.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: WY Proposed SIP Reassessment Denial Coming Soon

Excellent, thanks Vicki. We are trying to get that timing from the Region and will let you know asap.

From: Arroyo, Victoria <Arroyo Victoria@lepa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, January 5, 2022 6:30 AM

To: Hoffer, Melissa <Haffer Melissa@apa.gov>

Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Goffrman Joseph@epa.gov>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell Tomasfepa gov>
Subject: RE: WY Proposed SIP Reassessment Denial Coming Soon

Ex. 5 Attorney Client (AC)
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Vicki

From: Hoffer, Melissa <Hoffer Melissaf@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, January 4, 2022 8:49 PM

To: Arroyo, Victoria <Arrovo Victoria@epa.gov>

Cc: Goffman, Joseph <Goffman.Jdosephi epa.goy>; Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov>
Subject: WY Proposed SIP Reassessment Denial Coming Soon

Hi Vicki,

Ex. 5 Attorney Client (AC)

Thanks,
Melissa

Melissa A. Hoffer

Principal Deputy General Counsel

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Office of General Counsel

1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20460

T: 202.440.1671

E: hoffer.melissa@epa.gov
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Message

From: Enobakhare, Rosemary [Enobakhare.Rosemary@epa.gov]

Sent: 1/21/2022 4:30:41 PM

To: Profeta, Timothy [Profeta.Timothy@epa.gov]; Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov]
CC: Cortez Russell, Loni [Russell.Loni@epa.gov]; Katims, Casey [Katims.Casey@epa.gov]

Subject: FEEDBACK NEEDED: Updated Power Sector Engagement Plan

Attachments: Power Sector Engagement 1_20 22 OPEEE Final.docx

Hey there,

Sorry for the delay on this plan. See the updated engagement plan based on our discussion from last week. Can you all
take a look at this document and let me know if you have any comments or concerns. | am going to send this over to Dan
today at 1pm for his meeting with Gina and Ali later today. Feel free to give me a call if you have anything you want to
talk through.

Also, | am adding a reoccurring meeting to the Calender for us to touch base regularly re power sector engagement.

Thanks!
Rosemary

Rosemary Enobakhare

Associate Administrator

Office of Public Engagement and Environmental Education
U.S. EPA Office of the Administrator

1200 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.

Washington, DC 20460

Cell: 202.573.4614
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Message

From: Profeta, Timothy [Profeta.Timothy@epa.gov]

Sent: 2/1/2022 9:01:29 PM

To: Enobakhare, Rosemary [Enobakhare.Rosemary@epa.gov]

CC: Carbonell, Tomas [Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov]; Katims, Casey [Katims.Casey@epa.gov]
Subject: RE: NARUC Winter Policy Summit in DC February 14-15

of course. shall I just provide an introductory email?

————— original Message-----

From: Enobakhare, Rosemary <Enobakhare.Rosemary@epa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, February 1, 2022 3:50 PM

To: Profeta, Timothy <Profeta.Timothy@epa.gov>

Cc: Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov>; Katims, Casey <Katims.Casey@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: NARUC Winter Policy Summit in DC February 14-15

Tim, Can you loop me in with Greg.

————— original Message-----

From: Profeta, Timothy <Profeta.Timothy@epa.gov>

Sent: Monday, January 24, 2022 2:39 PM

To: Enobakhare, Rosemary <Enobakhare.Rosemary@epa.gov>

Cc: Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov>; Katims, Casey <Katims.Casey@epa.gov>
Subject: FW: NARUC Winter Policy Summit in DC February 14-15

Rosemary -

Unfortunately, this letter came across before I was able to reach back out to NARUC. Since the request
was now formalized in a Tletter, is it appropriate for the Administrator's Office to reply? But I am
happy to tackle any work that needs to get done -- not trying to expand the ask of you and your team.

Let me know,
Tim

————— original Message-----

From: Greg White <gwhite@naruc.org>

Sent: Monday, January 24, 2022 2:35 PM

To: Profeta, Timothy <Profeta.Timothy@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: NARUC Winter Policy Summit in DC February 14-15

Hi Tim,

Attached is a formal Tetter of invitation to Administrator Regan to provide a general session address to
kick-off NARUC's 2022 winter Policy Summit on Monday, February 14 at 10 am. Can you help direct this
letter to the Administrator's office? 1If helpful, please let me know to whom I should specifically
direct the invitation.

As noted below, if the Monday morning time slot won't work, we have an alternative opportunity for
Tuesday afternoon.

Your help and guidance is very much appreciated. Please let me know if you have any questions for me or
our team on this.

Thank you.

Greg

Greg R. White, Executive Director

National Association of Regulatory Utility Commissioners

1101 vermont Ave, Nw, Suite 200

washington, DC 20005

Tel: 202-898-2208

Mobile: 202-441-0529

Email: gwhite@naruc.org
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.naruc.org%2F&amp ;data=04%7C01%7CProf
eta.Timothy%40epa.gov%7C4chc6724128547af79e008d9df70b205%7C88b378b367484867acf976aacbecaba7%7Cc0%7C0%7C637
786497531977341%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyIwWI joiMCAwLjAWMDATLCIQIjoiv2TuMzIiLCIBTiI6Ik1lhawwiLCIXVCI6MN0%3
D%7C2000&amp ; sdata=WQEnr8F1plDOCTPccITw%2BXfYT76KkGITUZMZR1MZQy1A%3D&amp ; reserved=0

————— original Message-----

From: Greg White

Sent: Friday, January 21, 2022 9:59 PM

To: Profeta, Timothy <Profeta.Timothy@epa.gov>

Subject: NARUC Winter Policy Summit in DC February 14-15
Importance: High
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Hi Tim,

I talked with our team about inviting Administrator Regan to speak at the NARUC Winter Policy Summit, and
they would Tlike us to just pass go and proceed with an invitation to Administrator Regan to speak at our
opening general session on Monday, February 14 at 10 am. 1In the alternative, we would also offer a
Tuesday, February 15 general session stage at 3 pm. He could have up to 20 minutes with either time.

we can provide a formal invitation, but I wanted to let you know asap, so perhaps you could pass it along
in advance.

Let me know if you have any questions or need anything else in addition.

Thanks!

Greg

NARUC

202-441-0529 mobile

————— original Message-----

From: Profeta, Timothy <Profeta.Timothy@epa.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, January 19, 2022 12:54 PM

To: Greg White <gwhite@naruc.org>

Subject: RE: Making an Introduction

would be happy to do either, but let's say zoom? And if you send an invite over, I'11 accept
immediately. Look forward to it.

Tim

————— original Message-----

From: Greg White <gwhite@naruc.org>

Sent: Wednesday, January 19, 2022 12:51 PM

To: Profeta, Timothy <Profeta.Timothy@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Making an Introduction

Yes, I am available at 2 pm tomorrow. Phone call or Zoom? Wwould you 1like me to send a calendar invite?

————— original Message-----

From: Profeta, Timothy <Profeta.Timothy@epa.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, January 19, 2022 12:46 PM

To: Greg White <gwhite@naruc.org>

Subject: RE: Making an Introduction

Hi Greg --

wonderful -- my day tomorrow just opened via cancellation. Do you have a good time somewhere between
1030 and 3?7 Look forward to it.

Best,
Tim

————— original Message-----

From: Greg White <gwhite@naruc.org>

Sent: Wednesday, January 19, 2022 12:43 PM

To: Profeta, Timothy <Profeta.Timothy@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Making an Introduction

Hi Tim,

Sure, happy to chat. Please let me know when you may be available.
Thank you.

Greg

NARUC

202-441-0529 mobile

————— original Message-----

From: Profeta, Timothy <Profeta.Timothy@epa.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, January 18, 2022 12:26 PM

To: Greg White <gwhite@naruc.org>

Subject: RE: Making an Introduction

Hello Greg --

would you have a moment to talk in the near future? I would Tike to see if there was a possibility of
structuring some EPA/NARUC conversations in the context of your upcoming national meeting.

Hope you are well,

Tim

Tim Profeta

Special Counsel for the Power Sector

office of Air Quailty, Planning and Standards U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Profeta.Timothy@epa.gov
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office: 919/541-5667
Mobile: 919/309-5395

————— original Message-----

From: Greg White <gwhite@naruc.org>

Sent: Monday, October_11..2021.9:27 PM .
To: cheryl LaFleur 4 Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i
Cc: Profeta, Timothy <Profeta.Timothy@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Making an Introduction

Hi Cheryl,

Thank you for the introduction to Tim. I was hoping to get to the NECPUC conference myself, but couldn't
make it work. I hope we'll see you in DC in February.

Tim - It's a pleasure to meet you here. Congratulations on the EPA post. 1I'm happy to connect with you
and discuss how NARUC can be engaged and part of the process.

You have my email address, but let me provide the rest of my contact info below.

Thank you again cCheryl!

Best,

Greg

Greg R. White, Executive Director

National Association of Regulatory Utility Commissioners

1101 vermont Ave, Nw, Suite 200

washington, DC 20005

office: 202-898-2208

Mobile: 202-441-0529

Email: gwhite@naruc.org
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.naruc.org%2F&amp ; data=04%7C01%7CProf
eta.Timothy%40epa.gov%7C5a026ce534fe42e0dfbc08d98d1Tadd8%7C88b378b367484867acf976aacbecaba7%7Cc0%7C0%7C637
695989341926855%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyIwWI joiMCAwLjAWMDATLCIQIjoiv2TuMzIiLCIBTiI6Ik1lhawwiLCIXVCI6MN0%3
D%7C3000&amp ; sdata=cpuGDUU9di 1vnO1lKwXV%2B7g2bpf7SchBHt8F1EImndw4%3D&amp ; reserved=0

————— original Message-----

From: Cheryl LaFleur i Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i
Sent: Monday, October 11, 2021 4:08 PM

To: Greg White <gwhite@naruc.org>

Cc: Timothy Profeta <Profeta.Timothy@epa.gov>
Subject: Making an Introduction

Hi Greg,

I hope you are doing well. I am sure you are busy getting ready for the NARUC meeting in Louisville.
Unfortunately, I won't be at that one, although I will be at NECPUC in a couple weeks and hope to attend
the NARUC February meeting.

I am writing to make an introduction. I had a call this morning with Tim Profeta, cc'd on this email.
Tim, who previously ran the Nicholas Institute at Duke University, has just been named special counsel 1in
the EPA Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards. He will be leading their power sector work, which I
understand includes both the next stage of GHG regulation and other aspects of EPA's work.

I was telling Tim about how the EPA worked with FERC and NARUC back when I was at FERC on both Mercury
and Air Toxics and the Clean Power Plan, including through the FERC/NARUC Task Force on Reliability and
the Environment. I offered to make an introduction to you to possibly continue the conversation with
NARUC.

Thanks, Greg, for any help you can provide, and I hope our paths cross soon.
A1l best,
Cheryl

Chervl A._LaFleur
! Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i

ca12§67@co1umb1afedu

E Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) i
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Message

From: Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov [Carbonell. Tomas@epa.gov]

Sent: 12/9/2021 1:19:55 AM

To: Deluca, isabel [DelLuca.lsabel@epa.gov]

CC: Kim, Eunjung [Kim.Eun@epa.gov]; Kabanda, Thierry [Kabanda.Thierry@epa.gov]; Millett, John
[Millett.John@epa.gov]; Campbell, Ann [Campbell. Ann@epa.gov]

Subject: Re: Environmental Justice Meeting Request

Attachments: 12.9.21 Vinyl Institute Carbonell.docx

Thanks Isabel. What time is this now scheduled to take place?

Sent from my iPhone

On Dec 8, 2021, at 7:05 PM, Deluca, Isabel <Deluca.lsabel@epa.gov> wrote:

Hi Tomas,

Since the Vinyl institute has asked to hear about EPA’s climate work, attached is a compilation of our key talkers on
recent OAR climate activities. It’s probably just over 10 minutes, so feel free to cut. I've asked OAQPS if they can provide
any background on OAR regs that affect this group, in case you get questions during Q&A, but given that this came up
quickly, I may not get anything from them until tomorrow morning.

Thanks,
Isabel

From: Kim, Eunjung <Kim.Eun@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, December 8, 2021 12:32 PM

To: Carbonell, Tomas <Carbonell.Tomas@epa.gov>; Kabanda, Thierry <Kabanda.Thierry@epa.gov>
Cc: Deluca, Isabel <Deluca.lsabel@epa.gov>; Millett, John <Millett.John@epa.gov>; Campbell, Ann
<Campbell.Ann@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: Environmental Justice Meeting Request

Hey Tomas,

| wanted to follow up with you on the invitation from the Vinyl Institute for a meet and greet meeting. Below is the
proposed agenda. With OW and OLEM speakers joining as well, you will only need to participate for 30 minutes with you
only needing to speak for ~10 minutes. Of the topics they have asked to cover, the only OAR item is carbon reduction. |
know Isabel has already started to assemble some TPs.

We are working on finalizing a time for this meeting and have offered them 3:30-4 p.m. or 4:30-5 p.m. tomorrow and
will let you know once that’s confirmed.

Thierry — would you mind putting in holds for Tomas for the 2 times blocks for now? | will follow up on what time block
we end up at.

Please let me know if you have any questions.
Thanks!

Eunjung Kim

Special Assistant

Office of Air and Radiation
Environmental Protection Agency
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(202) 815-7252

From: Joseph, Dominique <josaph.Dominigue@epa, goy>

Sent: Wednesday, December 8, 2021 11:52 AM

To: Kim, Eunjung <Kim. Eunieps. gov>

Cc: Levy, Maxwell <Levy. Manwell@epa.gov>; Millett, John <Millett Johni@epa.zov>; Deluca, Isabel
<pPelucalsabel@epagoy>

Subject: RE: Environmental Justice Meeting Request

Eunjung,

We’'re still hoping to include a senior staff member from OW and OLEM to discuss water infrastructure and
sustainability/recycling, respectively, but | spoke with the organizer and if Tomas is only able to attend and speak to
carbon reduction, that’s fine too. The meeting format is informal (no formal remarks are required) and | don’t anticipate
it will be any longer than 1 hour {with 3 EPA participants; 30 minutes with just Tomas).

I've noted Tomas’ availability of 3:30-4 p.m. or 4:30-5 p.m. tomorrow and shared that with OW and OLEM for
consideration.

Here’s a draft agenda should we have all 3 EPA participants:

J Intro of Executive Committee members —5 mins
® Brief overview of the committee and the objectives of the meeting — 10 mins
® EPA introductions and brief overview of EPA priorities/recent actions regarding carbon reduction, water

infrastructure, and sustainability/recycling; discussion with committee members — 30-40 mins *we could probably have
Tomas brief first depending on the time in case he needs to hop off*
J Conclusion — 5 mins

Please let me know if you have any additional questions. As soon as | hear back from OW and OLEM on their
participation, I'll let you know.

Thanks,

Dominique

Dosndanigund Josepdv Ghedbenhers
Senior Communications Advisor

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202-805-3635 (cell)

202-564-1767 (office)

iosenh dominiquediena ooy
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